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Ghe Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, MARCH 20, 1875. 
CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue VACANCY caused in county court circuit No. 12 
ifax) by the transfer of Mr. Serjeant Tindal Atkin- 
son to Leeds, in pursuance of the arrangement we 
announced last week, has been filled by the appointment 
of Mr. J. W. De Longueville Giffard, of the equity bar. 
Mr. Giffard is the brother of Mr. Hardinge Giffard, Q.C., 
and has long been known as one of the reporters in the 
courts of Vice-Chancellors Stuart, Wickens, and Hall ; 
but in his case, as in those of several recent county 
court appointments, we are bound to say that the nature 
of the new judge’s qualifications for his office must be 
matter of speculation. 











ATTENTION SHOULD BE DIRECTED to the singular clauses 
relating to notice to quit contained in the Agricultural 
Holdings Bill introduced in the House of Lords by the 
Duke of Richmond. Clause 35 proposes to enact that 
“where a half-year’s notice is by law necessary and 
sufficient for determination of a tenancy (not created by 
lease), a year’s notice shall, by virtue of this Act, be 
necessary and sufficient for the same.” The first thing 
to be observed on this is that it is not correct to say 
that a half-year’s notice is by law sufficient to 
determine a tenancy from year to year. A half-year’s 
notice expiring at the end of the current year of the 
tenancy is alone sufficient for that purpose, and if the 
clause is passed into law in its present form, the first 
question that will be raised will probably be whether the 
year’s notice must expire at the end of a current year. 
Ifit is intended that it should—and it would be mon- 
strous to suppose anything else—it ought to be clearly ex- 
pressed, so that it may be understood on all hands that 
the result of the provision will be to give agricultural 
tenants from year to year, within its scope, exactly a 
year more of certainty than they now possess. At pre- 
sent, as Buller, J., said in Right v. Darby (1 T. R. 162), 
the moment the year begins the tenant has a right to 
hold to the end of that year; under the new rule it will 
be two years before the tenant from year to year can be 
turned out. And, on the other hand, the assets of a 
tenant who has died shortly after entering on his land, or 
on a new year’s tenancy, will be liable to the payment 
of two years’ rent. Another question which will at once 
be raised on this clause is as to a customary half-year'’s 
notice to quit, which is, as is well known, often less than 
“half a-year,” or 183 days. Does the clause apply to 
these notices? Again, the clause states that “ where a 
half-year’s notice is by law necessary and sufficient for 

ination of a tenancy (not created by lease),” 

this mean that where a written lease from year to 

Year is granted the clause is not to apply? As there 
is no definition of “lease” in the Bill this appears to 
‘be the meaning, and, if so, the clause will probably be 
inoperative, as we imagine that in many parts 

ot the country there are hardly any farms let even 
year to year without a lease in writing. Fortu- 
Rately this absurd clause is only applicable to agri- 





cultural or pastoral holdings, and may be excluded? 
in case of existing tenancies by notice given by 
one party to the other, within two months of the com- 
mencement of the Act (clause 38), and in all cases 
by express, and, apparently, even by parol contract 
(clause 37), Wherever it becomes operative, it may be 
safely predicted that it will-give rise to much litigation, 
and the only practical result will probably be to make 
an express stipulation for siz months’ notice an invariable 
incident in all agricultural tenancies from year to year. 
Clause 36 proposes to introduce an exception to the 
rule that a notice to quita part only of the demised 


. premises is bad. It provides that “ where, on a tenancy 


from year to year, a notice to quit is given with a view 
to the use of land for the erection of farm labourers’ 

cottages, with or without gardens, or the providing of 
gardens for existing farm labourers’ cottages, or the 
planting of trees (!), and the notice so states, “then it shall 
. « . be no objection to the notice that it relates to part 
only of the holding.” Observe, it is not required that 
the cottagés shall be erected, gardens provided, or trees 
planted. A landlord may give a notice for part of the 
holding, and if he only states that it is given with a view 
to planting trees, it is apparently sufficient ; for may not 
a “view” be subsequently abandoned? If not, how 
many trees must the landlord plant to show the bona 
Jides of his “ view” ? 





Mr. Cuarves Lewis has earned the distinction of being 
the first member of Parliament to eall the attention of 
the House to the question of the power of courts of jus- 
tice to commit for contempt of court, and he will have 
the thanks of all who entertain a well-grounded and 
reasonable jealousy of the extraordinary growth and ex- 
tension in recent times of the exercise of this dangerous 
jurisdiction. The case which has given occasion to his 
interposition is certainly one in which the judge has gone 
to the extreme limits of precedent, if he has not actually 
overstepped them. It was quite true that the prisoner 
Craddock uttered a threat to his fellow-prisoner whilst 
his own case was under consideration, but if the news- 
paper account, vouched for as accurate by an actual 
witness of the scene, is correct, his fellow-prisoner neither 
had been nor was about to be (for the evidence was 
already closed) called as a witness against him, and the 
threat obviously had reference, not to anything done or 
said by his fellow-prisoner in court, but to what he had 
previously stated to the police. The learned judge, 
however, seems to have understood the evidence of the 
governor of the gaol otherwise, and to have supposed the 
threat to have been used when Craddock was given in 
charge to the jury. On this assumption it could not be 
denied that the case fell within the broad limits which 
have been assigned to contempt of court, though it 
seems in all its circumstances an extreme instance; 
while on the other hand it has this redeeming feature 
that the judge did not act, as has happened in some 
other instances, to punish a supposed insult to his own 
judicial dignity, but in a matter in which he might claim 
at least an approximate impartiality. 

We have so often pointed out the dangerous and un- 
constitutional nature of this jurisdiction, its doubtful 
origin, and the enormous extent to which it has of late 
been exercised under the fatal stimulus of the Tichborne 
trial, until every petty magistrate seems to think him- 
self entitled to send men to prison for a vague and un- 
defined offence without either indictment or trial, that 
we might content ourselves with referring to what we 
have already written on the subject. But that we may 
not be misunderstood we will shortly re-state the views 
which we have before expressed. That some power to 
commit for contempt of court is necessary we admit, 
but we maintain that, in the case of an extraordinary 
jurisdiction of this nature, it ought to be strictly limited 
and should be measured by the circumstances which 
make it necessary. It is not justified on the ground of 
20 
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the necessity of upholding civil order and the authority 
of those who administer justice. So far as what is 
called a contempt of court is an offence against the ad- 
ministration of justice there is no reason for dealing 
with it on any footing different from that of treason, 
sedition, or any other form of crime, and it is amply 
provided for by the process of criminal information, in 
which the issue will be tried by a jury. It is, therefore, 
only in the aspect of obstruction to the course of justice 
that such acts require to be summarily dealt with, and 
to these the jurisdiction ought to be restricted. But 
even here we should not be content unless some limit 
were fixed. We ought not to subject to the 
scandal of seeing fine and imprisonment imposed at the 
unlimited discretion of a single judge, deprived by 
the vagueness and the haste of the procedure, of the 
opportunity of exercising a clear and calm judgment, 
and irritated by what he can hardly distinguish from 
a personal offence against himself. We must confess 
that it surprises us to see judges so ardently enamoured 
of a power, the dangers of which a little self-knowledge 
would, one might suppose, have easily taught them. It 
is, we hope, no contempt of court to say that no man, 
not even a judge, is to be trusted in his own cause; and 
not all the sophistry of the bench will persuade the 

. public that in visiting contempt of court with sentence 
of fine and imprisonment, the presiding judge can free 
himself from liability to identify the august figure of 
Justice with his own person. 





lr THERE IS NOTHING MORE TO BE SAID for the defunct 
compulsion clause of the Land Transfer Bill than Lord 
Selborne contrived to say on Monday, it might have been 
better policy on his part to have refrained from exposing the 
weakness of his case and affording the Lord Chancellor the 
opportunity for his crushing reply. Lord Selborne started 
with the convenient proposition that if the system estab- 
lished by the measure is a right one, it ought to be made 
as general as possible—a proposition which, if it is meant 
to prove that the compulsion clause ought to be retained, 
must assume that the system of the Bill is a sound 
one, and that the compulsion clause proposed was an 
effectual one for the purpose. The first of these assump- 
tions has still to be proved by experience. The second 
needs no experience to show its incorrectness, and, indeed, 
Lord Selborne did not attempt to demonstrate that his 
clause would afford any real or general compulsion. 
He adduced as analogous cases the compulsory regis- 
tration of ships and stocks ; leaving out of sight the fact 
that the reason for compulsion in the first case is the 
necessity for knowing that a ship is a British ship, and 
in the second that stocks could not possibly be trans- 
ferred without a public register. He next brought 
forward the well-worn instance of compulsory registra- 
tion in Australia, omitting, however, to state that regis- 
tration in that colony was voluntary in the first in- 
stance, and that, inasmuch as the land is there held 
entirely under recent Crown grants, the circumstances 
altogether differ from those of this country. But 
perhaps the most remarkable illustration of the straits 
to which Lord Selborne was driven in defence of his 
view was the use he made of Lord Westbury’s Act. He 
first quoted the evidence of a witness before the Com- 
mission of 1869, that the reason why that Act was not 
generally taken advantage of was “ indisposition to 
change and a dread of the unknown,” whence he deduced 
the moral that unless compulsion was introduced the 
same vis inertie would operate to prevent the adoption 
cf the new system. A few minutes afterwards he 
admitted that there are not many estates in the kingdom 
which possess such a title as can be registered under 
Lord Westbury’s Act. May we not humbly suggest that 
this may be a sufficient reason for the failure of that 
measure without calling in any vis inertie to explain it ? 
These are really all the positive reasons advanced by 
Lord Selborne for his proposal. He proceeded next to 
combat the objection which has been urged to his clause, 





on the ground of the increased cost it would occasion in 
small transactions. As to this, the substance of hj, 
answer was that “ by fixing the fees at a low rate it would 
be quite practicable to adopt the system of compula 
registration without increasing, in the case of the firs 
transfer, the cost of those transactions.’’ No doubt this 
would be possible; it would also be possible to 
people for coming to register. If the nation were will 
in order to cheapen the transfer of land, to support an 
array of officials, to charge mere nominal fees, and to 
pay the solicitor for attendance to register, this might 
be done ; but it appears that the Government are deter. 
mined that the registries shall be self-supporting, ang 
the Lord Chancellor showed that on the very smallest 
transaction the office fee and solicitors’ charge for regi 
tration must amount to more than half the solicitop’s 
charge for preparing the conveyance. And Lord Selborne 
altogether omitted to notice the delay which the compul. 
sory registration would occasion, and which in these 
small transactions would be almost as serious a matter as 
the increased cost. 





Lorp Sernorne’s reMARKS on the cost of local regis. 
tries, and the advisability of their establishment, seem to 
us the only part of his speech which failed to meet with 
asatisfactory reply. The Lord Chancellor admitted that 
the commissioners of 1869 recommended the appoint. 
ment of district registrars, and he stated that “ it would 
be impossible to require persons to come up to London 
from remote parts of the country for the purpose of 
registering in a central office.” But he proceeded to 
combat the proposition for the general establishment of 
district registries on an inexpensive scale on the ground: 
(1) that you could not have one half of the registers at 
an office in the country, and the rest at the central office 
in London. But surely there could be devised a system of 
transmission of duplicates of the register between the 
London and country offices. (2) That equal skill and 
knowledge would be required in the district registrars as 
in the London registrars, But is this really so? Why 
cannot the examination of title be conducted in the 
central registry, and the local registry be used for regis. 
tering possessory titles and subsequent transfers, and 
for purposes of search? (3) That the effect of the ap- 
pointment of practising solicitors as district registrars 
would be to throw open to them all the titles of the 
county. This must mean that a solicitor who has the 
custody of the register will make a fraudulent use of 
the knowledge acquired by it for the benefit of himself 
or his clients. But Lord Cairns must be aware that 
there are solicitors in most counties who at present have 
the key to most of the titles in their neigbourbood, 
and that the solicitor-steward of a copyhold manor 
knows the title of every copyholder. Let him ask 
whether abuse is the result of this knowledge. And 
what amount of information will the district registrar 
obtain from the mere entries on the régister if he does 
not examine titles? Will it give him the “ key to a title” 
to know that A. B. is registered owner, or that C. D. has 
a charge? We are wholly at a loss to understand the 
objection, on the part of supporters of the measure, to 
the establishment of inexpensive district registries. It 
seems to us that the best thing the opponents of the Bill 
can wish for is to see its administration confined to the 
secluded office in Lincoln’s-inn-fields, and naturally 
enough, people who do not wish well to the Bill ask why 
district registries should be established at all now that 
compulsion is abandoned. We have always wished the 
measure to have a fair trial, and because we desire this 
we have always advocated the establishment of these in- 
stitutions on a modest scale. We may now quote 
Selborne as an authority in favour of this view; and it 
would be interesting to know what was the meaning 
the clauses in this year’s Land Transfer Bill relating sea 
payment of district registrars by fees and empo 
them to exercise another calling, if no such view Was 
ever entertained by the Government, 
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“REASONABLE SELFISHNESS.” 


Tux case of Nield v. The London and North-Western Rail- 
way Company, recently decided in the Court of Exchequer 
(23 W. R. 60, L.R.10 Ex. 4), raised a point of some novelty, 
and one involving considerations of a fundamental nature 
with regard to the rights and liabilities of adjoining land- 
owners. The facts were these. The defendants were 
the owners of a canal, and a neighbouring river being in 
flood they were apprehensive that the flood water might 
find its way into the canal, and so cause damage to their 
ises situated on the banks of the canal. They there- 

fore put a barrier of planks into the canal above their 
premises, and the water having found its way into the 
canal, was backed up by the planks, and consequently 
flooded the plaintiff's premises, which were situated on 
the banks of the canal higher up than the defendants’. 
It was held that the damage thereby occasioned to the 
intiff did not form the subject of an action. The 
grounds of tie decision were these:—There is no such 
tight to have water flowing along a canal as there is to 
have it flowing along a natural watercourse. So far as 
the water brought by the canal company into the canal 
is concerned they may be bound to deal with it so as not 
to be a damage to their neighbours: they must provide 
for the escape of such water because they have brought 
itthere. The water in this case, however, was not brought 
into the canal by the canal company. With regard to it, 
therefore, they stood in the same position as a person 
pwning any real property, other than a canal, upon which 
water comes by a sudden flood. Suppose I have made a 
sewer draining a part of my land, but, there being floods 
out, I am afraid they will find their way into my sewer 
and burst it, and thereby damage other property of mine 
under which it passes. In the absence of any prescrip- 
tive right I am at liberty to block up my sewer, even 
though the effect may be that, so convenient an outlet 
for the water not being provided, lands in a higher 
fituation than mine may reimain longer flooded. The 
question simply comes to this: an extraordinary flood 
having thrown water.on part of my land, which, in the 
natural course of things, would find its exit through 
another part of my land, am I not entitled, for my own 
protection, to keep it off, regardless of what the result 
may be to my neighbours? Bramwell, B., in delivering 
the judgment in the recent case, said that the law allows 
a kind of reasonable selfishness in such matters, and that 
the person so protecting himself has a right to say to the 
party injured, Why did not you also protect yourself? 
There seems to be a very plain reason, at first sight, for 
the liberty of self-protection laid down by the judgment. 
A.and B. being landowners, a force is set in motion by 
the operation of nature, not by any fault of A. or B., 
which must cause injury to A. or B, As A. was not to 
blame for the origin of the evil, he has a right, if he can, 
to ward it off from himself, regardless of the necessary 
¢ilect on B. The case is clearly distinguishable from all 
gases where the injurious force from the action of which 
damage has resulted to B. has been generated by an 
—" of the natural state of things brought about 
Though the decision of the case of Nield v. The Lon- 
don and North-Western Railway Company may not have 
presented much difficulty in the view the court took of 
the facts, it seems to us that cases might arise in which 
there would be considerable difficulty in ascertaining the 
extent of the principle upon which the decision professes 
to be based. What are the limits of that right of self- 
‘protection of which Baron Bramwell speaks? We fancy 
they would prove somewhat difficult to define. In the case 
before us the damage was the result of an unusual 
Operation of nature; that is to say, an extraordinary 
flood. The question arises whether there is any distinc- 
tion in this respect between the usual and unusual 
Operations of nature; and if so, what amounts to “an 
unusual operation” for this purpose? Floods, for in- 
though not the ordinary state of things, are so far 








usual occurrences that they may be expected to recur 
from time to time. In one sense they form part of the 
routine of nature. That being so, is it only as against 
an extraordinary amount of deviation from the ordinary 
state of things that the right of self-protection exists ? 
Suppose the gradual and usual operation of a natural 
force is doing me an injury in respect of my real prop- 
erty: am I entitled to protect myself, without regard to 
the effect of my so doing upon my neighbour's property ? 
Suppose the stream of a river is gradually wearing away 
my land, and the necessary effect of any measure taken 
to preserve my land is to throw more of the force of the 
water on my neighbour's land opposite, and so to damage 
him, does the principle of self-protection apply here? It 
will be answered, aqua currit et delet currere; the river 
being a natural watercourse no one is entitled to interfere 
with its flow in any way by which another is damaged. 
The owner of land takes it subject to the burthen of cer- 
tain usual natural incidents or liabilities. Against these 
he calculates, or can calculate, beforeliand. He knows 
his position in this respect, and must make the best of it. 
Sudden and extraordinary operations of nature stand on 
a different footing from the ordinary disadvantageous 
natural incidents of his property. It is in accordance 
with natural justice and an instinctive sense of right that 
owners threatened by an extraordinary damage which 
no previous usualness constitutes a natural, or, more 
correctly speaking, an ordinary, incident.of tieir property 
should have a right to ward it off from their own prop- 
erty, even though such self-protection should cause in- 
jury to others. On the other hand it may be argued that 
there is no reason why a landowner should not be con- 
sidered as holding his land subject to extraordinary 
natural incidents as well as ordinary natural incidents ; 
that an extraordinary flood is as much a natural event, in 
the correct sense of the term “natural,’’ as the ordinary 
rainfall, and that there is no material distinction in the 
fact that itis extraordinary. This latter mode of reason- 
ing does not appear to us convincing. Common sense 
recognizes the fact that there are exceptional states of 
circumstances to which ordinary rules are not fairly 
applicable, and in which men are thrown back on the 
natural instinct of self-preservation. 

Admitting, however, the proposition that extraordina- 
riness is material to the question in the sense that the 
right of selfishness clearly applies to extraordinary 
operations of nature, the more difficult question is how 
far the converse holds good—viz., that no man has aright 
to interfere with the ordinary operations of nature to 
the detriment of his neighbours. It is clear that it 
does not hold good generally. In the absence of a 
prescriptive right it is certain that many interferences 
with the natural condition of things, to the detriment of 
a landowner, are not actionable. What principles, then, 
can be laid down by which to determine what amounts 
to lesio within the old maxim, Sic wtere tuo ut alienum 
non ledas? The answer, we are afraid, must be that 
it seems almost impossible to lay down any scientific 
rule to distinguish between cases where selfishness is 
lawful and where it is not lawful. The rules which 
regulate the rights and liabilities of landed property 
are in truth not so much the creatures of any abstract 
rule of justice as of gradually developed experience 
of the dictates of mutual convenience. The mode in 
which the law on the subject has grown up may be 
supposed to be something like this:—Certain broad 
and obvious necessities stand out as primd facie essential 
to any enjoyment of landed property at all, and these 
common practice has recognized as natural rights appur- 
tenant to the ownership of land. Such, for instance, are 
the right to have the air and water free from obvious and 
tangible pollution, the right of support for the land in its 
natural state, and so forth. If these rights were not 
recognized the state of landowners ¢nfer se would be akin 
to internecine warfare. Then certain rights are recognized 
as acquired by long enjoyment. It is a clear prineiple 
of convenience that certain advantages and amenities of 
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a definable character should be obtained by prescription. 
When a state of things has long existed with respect to 
a man’s land, it becomes natural that he should calculate 
and act upon the probability of its continuance. Andjto 
this natural tendency the law gives the sanction of posi- 
tive right: instances of this kind of rights are rights to 
light, of way and of water, of support for buildings, &c. 
Then, again, there arises a sort of limitation to this 
natural principle when the right thus sought to be estab- 
lished is of so vague and sweeping a character that the 
granting of it would involve too great or too indefinite an 
interference with the liberty of others. An example of 
this would be a claim of the right of prospect or other 
similar amenity. A very slight reflection on the nature 
of these rights will show at once why it is impossible to 
formulate very accurately the principles of law with 
reference to the rights and obligations of landowners. If 
the law is, as we contend, merely the creature of general 
utility and convenience, which varies with the infinite 
variety of circumstances, it is obvious that no exhaustive 
definition much less vague than the old maxim which 
we have quoted can be constructed. 

With respect to the case of Nield v. The London and 
North-Western Railway Company, and the distinction 
between an artificial watercourse, such as a canal, and a 
natural one, upon which the judgment is based, it is 
necessary to bear in mind this qualification. It is true 
that.a landowner is under no more liability with regard 
to extraordinary flood water in his canal, which he has 
not ‘brought there, than with regard to such flood water 
on his field, so far as such liability may be based on the 
mere fact that the canal is a canal—i.e., that a certain 
portion of his land is ordinarily used as a receptacle for 
water. He may ward such water off any other part of 
his land without reference to the effect produced on his 
neighbour. But it must not be taken as clearly settled 
that if, by his alteration of the natural state of his land 
into a canal, the effect of his warding off the water is 
more onerous to his neighbour than it would have been 
if such land had continued a field, the right to self- 
protection, without regard to his neighbour, would be 
the same. The mere fact of my having made a canal, no 
doubt, does not oblige me to let water pass along it any 
aoore than over my field; but if the effect of my having 
made .a canal is so to alter the natural state of things as 
to make my neighbour, if in an extraordinary flood I 
stop the canal, liable to damage which he otherwise 
would not have been liable to, may it not be contended 
that the canal is to some extent in the same position as a 
natural watercourse, so far as my obligation to leave it 
open is concerned? We do not say that this is so, but 
merely suggest it as arguable. 





EXECUTORS RIGHT OF RETAINER. 
II. 


Tur reason on which the right of retainer is founded is, 
as we have seen, that the executor, being both the person 
to pay and the person to demand payment, is unable to 
enforce his right by action against himself. It is obvious 
that the application of the rule founded on this reason 
could not be restricted to the original executor of the 
Adotor. In Hopton v. Dryden (Prec. Ch. 179), the Lord 
Meeper admitted that the executor of an executor might 
retain, and in T’homson v. Grant (1 Russ. 540, note (a) ) 
this was expressly decided by Sir Thomas Plumer, M.R. 
Though it cannot be denied that the same reason is appli- 
cable, it was a point admitting of more doubt whether the 
right of retainer ought to have been allowed in cases 
where the executor of the debtor afterwards becomes 
«exmacutor of the creditor. It might be said that the 
esetitor, having survived the debtor, had an opportunity 
of enforcing his claim himself. But from a very early 
pexiod the law seems to have been settled in favour of 
the right of retainer in this case also. In Burnet v. 
Dive (Roll. Abr. Executors, 922) it was said by the 





= 
court that if the administrator of the debtor is made 
executor to the creditor he may retain goods coming to 
him in the first capacity to satisfy the debt due to him jp 
the latter capacity. An attempt seems to have been y»- 
cently made in argument to distinguish the case where 
the administration of both estates has vested in the same 
person at the same time, the one as incidént + 
the other (Sander v. Heathfield, 23 W. R. 331, LR 
19 Eq. 21); but it is scarcely necessary to point 
out that the distinction is wholly untenable. It hag 
been held that one of two executors may retain in 
respect of a debt due to himself, out of assets consisti 
of a balance due from both to the testator’s estate (Kent 
v. Pickering, 2 Keen. 1; see also Jacomb v. Harwood, 2 
Ves., Sen., 265) ; but where both executors or administra. 
tors are creditors, one cannot retain to the prejudice of the 
other, because “ the consequence would be very bad were 
a retainer allowable in this case, for administrators must 
fight for the assets if getting the sole possession would en- 
title either to a separate right to them” (Chapman x, 
Towner, Vin. Abr. Exors. D. 2, pl. 2). This is almost 
the only rule unfavourable to the legal right of retainer. 
which has been admitted by courts of equity. The exe. 
cutor may retain a debt due to himself, although it has 
been barred by the Statute of Limitations in the lifetime 
of the testator: Stahlschmidt v. Lett (1 Sm. & Giff. 415); 
Hill v. Walker (4 K. & J. 166). He does not lose his right 
to retain by a decree for administration having been made 
or by having paid the assets into court (Nunn y, 
Barlow, 1 8. & 8. 588; Langton v. Higgs, 5 Sim. 228), 
and it seems that he may assert the right of re 
tainer at any time before the distribution of the 
estate (Stahlechmidt v. Lett). In Croft v. Pyke (8 
P. Wms. 180, 183) the question was raised whether, 
where an executor dies before he has had am 
opportunity of asserting his right of retainer, he must be 
presumed to have intended to assert it. The point, how- 
ever, was waived, and the court gave no decision upon it. 
But in Weeks v. Gore (Ibid. 184, note), where an adminis- 
trator died before he had made any election, the court 
held that it must be presumed he would elect to havehis 
own debt paid first. 


The transition was natural enough, from the disposi- 
tion indicated by these decisions to favour the exercise 
of the legal right of retainer, to the doctrine that the 
court, when administering an estate, would hold itself 
bound to exercise the right at the instance of persons 
interested. The first case in which this was distinctly 
laid down, however, secms to have been the comparatively 
recent one of Fox v. Garrett (28 Beav. 16), where the 
same person was administrator of two estates, which 
were being administered by the court. One estate was 
found to be indebted to the other, and the administrator 
having declined to exercise any option as to retainer, if 
was submitted to the court whether, in the administra- 
tion of the one estate the sum due by it to the other 
should be retained. The late Master of the Rolls held 
that the person interested in the creditor's estate had 8 
right to insist on the retainer being made. He cited no 
authority, but based his decision on the analogy of the 
case of the Statute of Limitations; as to which, in Fuller 
v. Redman (26 Beav. 614), he held that although the 
executor could not be compelled to set up the defence of 
the statute, and that defence could not be set up as against 
the creditor obtaining the decree for administration, 
yet as against any creditors coming in under the decree 
the court will allow it to be set up. The principle of that 
decision, the learned judge thought, governed thease be 
fore him. When we inquire what is the principleot Fuller 
v. Redman we find it to be apparently this, that upo 
the administration of an estate by the court, claims nob 
legally enforceable, owing to the Jaches of their owner, 
ought not to be permitted to diminish the fund available 
for payment of creditors. This principle the Master 
the Rolls, in Mox v. Garrett, applied to the enforcement, 
by persons interested in one estate, of a legal claim, the 
result of the enforcement of which in the case in que 
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tion was to sweep away all the assets from the creditors 
of the one estate and hand them over to the persons in- 
terested in the other. Is there any real analogy in the 
twocases? It is true that in each you have a certain 
right exerciseable by tne executor which he cannot be 
compelled to exercise, but which the court, in adminis- 
tering the estate, is asked to exercise; but in the one 
case you seek to shut out a claim which has been lost by 
want of diligence, in the other to assert a claim which 
there is express authority for regarding as one which 
is not to be favoured by a court of equity. 

After apparently remaining unnoticed for many years, 
this decision of the late Master of the Rolls has been 
recently acted upon by Vice-Chancellor Malins in the 
case of Sander v. Heathfield (23 W. R. 331, L. R. 19 
Eq, 21), in which he held that where the administrator of 
an estate in course of administration by the court is 
also trustee of a fund which has been misappropriated 
by his testator, the court is bound, at the instance of the 
cestui que trusts interested in the fund, to retain the 
amount of it from thetestator’s assets. For this decision 
the learned judge adduced the authority of Fox v. 
Garrett. “This doctrine,” he said, “cannot be better 
expressed than in the way it seems to have been put in 
argument in Fox v. Garrett, that the right of retainer 
was a legal right, which the administrator was bound 
to exercise for the benefit of the parties beneficially in- 
terested in the estate to which that legal right was 
attached.’’ The only reason advanced in addition to this 
teference to the somewhat doubtful authority of the 
pee case seems to be this: if the testator’s estate 

been solvent the persons interested in the trust estate 
would have had a right to insist on the amountof the trust 
fund being retained after the debts had been paid. “‘If 
he had died leaving a solvent estate, Mrs. Heathfield [the 
administratrix] would have paid every creditor and re- 
tained £6,000 to answer the” trust fund. But that 
tight, continues the learned Vice-Chancellor, “must 
equally exist in the case of an insolvent estate.” It is 
alittle difficult to follow this reasoning. If the estate 
had been solvent every one would have been paid in full ; 
therefore the court will direct a right to be exercised, the 
effect of which is that no one but the cestui que trusts 
will be paid at all. 1t is to be observed that the learned 
judge admits that “the administratrix might have dis- 
tributed the estate without retaining sufficient to answer 
the” trust fund. Both in Fow v. Garrett and Sander v. 
Heathfield, the personal representative seems to have de- 
dined to exercise any option as to the retainer and to 
have left the decision in the hands of the court. It has 
not, so far as we know, ever been decided that the execu- 
tor himself is in any way liable if he declines to exercise 
his right of retainer, even though he may be required to 
do so by persons interested in the creditor's estate. But 
the court, which in the last century declared that “equity 
will never assist a retainer,” in this century goes out of 
its way to enforce the exercise of that right. 
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Recent Becistans. 


COMMON LAW. 
Masrer anp Servant—Tnresrass, 


Lord Bolingbroke v. Swindon New Town Local Board, 
C.P., 23 W. R. 47, L. R. 9 C. P. 575. 


This caso affirms the principle of Lyons v. Martin 
8A. & E. 512), that the ordinary liability of a master 
the acts of his servant does not, in the absence of 
@Xpress authority, or circumstances raising a strong 
implication of authority, extend to acts of trespass com. 
tnitted by the servant. The defendants were therefore 
held not liable for acts of trespass committed on the 
Plaintiff's land by the manager of their farm, though 
Waquestionably done for the benefit of the farm and in 








the course of improving its drainage. When compared 
with the general body of law which has of late years 
given so wide a scope to the application of the maxim 
respondeat superior, it is impossible not to feel that 
Lyons v. Martin occupies a somewhat isolated position, 
and stands just outside a narrow boundary line; but, 
unless it is to be held that a master is liable for every act 
of his servant which the servant assumes or means to do 
in pursuance of his employment, the principle of the case 
is sound,,and its correctness has been constantly recog- 
nized. Perhaps the tendency has been of late to carry 
the liability of the master beyond its due bounds. 


CorPoraTIoN-—LocaL GovERNMENT Acts. 


Andrews v. Mayor, &c., of Ryde, Ex., 23 W. R. 58, 
L. R. 9 Ex. 302. 


This is a decision of considerable practical importan -3 
under the various Acts by which municipal corporatio 
are now made the bodies who discharge the functions «2 
local boards and sanitary authorities. The defendant, 
as a municipal corporation, had the power to acquire 
certain property; at the same time they were the local 
board under 21 & 22 Vict. c. 98,s.24. Uponan arbitra- 
tion as to the value of certain property they wanted to 
purchase they employed the plaintiff as a witness, but 
they assumed to do so acting “as the local board,” as 
which, in fact, they had no power to act in the matter. 
On this ground they repudiated the plaintiff's claim for 
remuneration, saying that there was no contract with 
them as a municipal corporation, and no power in them 
to contract in this matter as a local board. This piece of 
subtlety was disallowed by the court, acting in conformity 
with Nowell v. Mayor of Worcester ($ Ex.457), and holding 
that this was only one body with various functions, aud 
not two separate and independent bodies. It must be 
observed that the court take notice of the fact that in 
this case there was no separate seal ; but on the principle 
of the judgment this can surely make no difference. If, 
in fact, under the statute there is only one corporate 
body, it can make no difference that they choose som :- 
times to use one seal and sometimes another; whatev:r 
seal is used, there is still only one corporation whose s¢.il 
it can be. 








Rehtews. 


CONTRACTS. 


Apvpisox on Contracts. Seventh edition. By Lewis W. 
Cave, Barrister-at-Law, Recorder of Lincoln. Stevens 
& Sons. 


In preparing the present edition of Mr. Addison’s well- 
known work on contracts, Mr. Cave has made very con- 
siderable alterations in the arrangement of the matter, 
and has thus added greatly to the value of the book. In 
former editions the general treatment of the law of 
contracts was inconveniently broken into two parts. 
After a statement of the nature of a contract, of the 
different kinds of contract, and the mode of authenticat- 
ing them, the author plunged at once into a discussion 
of particular contracts, and it was not until he had dealt 
with them in detail that he resumed the consideration of 
general principles. Mr. Cave has, in the present edition, 
remedied this defect, and has gathered into the first book 
in a continuous form the law of contracts generally. 
In the first chapter he discusses the “ Formation of Con- 
tracts;"" what they are, by whom they may be made, 
and how they are authenticated. Next followsa chapter 
on the “ Interpretation of Contracts,” in the second seo- 
tion of which Mr. Cave includes a concise summary of 
the law relating to the admissibility of oral evidence to 
explain written instruments, This section seems to be 
properly placed under the head of “interpretation.” 
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Chapter iii. is devoted to void and voidable contracts 
chapter iv. to the termination of the contractual relation 
either by performance, or by the discharge of the con- 
tract by consent, or by operation of law. Chapter v. is 
entitled the “Transfer of Contracts,” and treats of the 
effect upon contracts of assignment, death, marriage, 
and bankruptcy. The sixth and last chapter of the first 
book contains an account of the remedies for breach of 
contract, whether by damages or by specific performance. 

Book II. extends from p. 387 to p. 1075, and we 
must content ourselves with simpiy summarizing the 
contents, which are very various. The chapters deal suc- 
cessively with contracts of sale, of letting, of service, of 
“ security,” of indemnity, and of association ; also with 
mercantile instruments, and with implied contracts. Mr. 
Cave apologises for including “ Life Insurance’? amongst 
contracts of indemnity, but it is convenient to consider 
it at the same time as Marine and Fire Insurance, al- 
though it is not in fact a contract of indemnity at all. 
He also appears doubtful if he has been happy in his 
naming Mortgages, Pledges, and Lien collectively as con- 
tracts of security, and perhaps it would have been as well 
to have abstained from using a term which is certainly 
too vague to be expressive. But this is a very trifling 
matter, and we cannot speak too highly of the great 
amount of well-arranged information which is to be 
found in this second book. It is a magazine of learning 
which the legal practitioner will find of very great value. 

Mr. Cave has reserved the third and concluding book 
for the dreary but useful subject of stamps. He would 
gladly, he says, have omitted it, but “‘the necessities of 
the practising lawyer and the precedent of previous 
editions ” constrained him to insert it. We should add that 
various minor improvements have been made in the book. 


The typeiscnlarged, the indexisnolonger printed indouble | 


eolumns, and the table of contents is so arranged as to 
show at once the relations of the subjects to each other. 

We have pleasure in commending this work to the 
profession. The classification of the subjects treated 
of is both scientific and convenient; and Mr. Cave 
justly mentions with pride that the same arrange- 
ment had been adopted by Mr. Stephen in the Indian 
Contract Act of 1872, which, however, Mr. Cave had not 
seen until his own plans had been decided on. 


PATENT LAW. 


Tue Law snp Practice RELATING TO Letters PATENT For 
INVENTIONS, TOGETHER WitH Notices or THE Patent 
Laws tn Force tn tHe Principat Foreren States anp 
In THE Cotonies. By Wituiam Fiscuer AcNew, Bar- 
rister-at-Law. Wildy & Sons. 


The profession will no doubt welcome any contribution 
to the legal literature upon the subject of the patent 
law which brings down the practice and decisions to the 
presentdate. The book before us will be foundof consider- 
able benefit to the legal practitioner as well as to inven- 
tors and others interested in the law of patents. We 
regret, however, that the author has to such an extent 
followed what we may term the modern system of treatise 
writing. In former times the legal author stated in his 
book his view of the law upon the purticular subject of 
which he was writing, and supported his views by citing 
cases illustrative of the principle. At the present day 
the usual mode of law book writing is to collect the cases 
decided under their respective heads, and leave the 
reed sr to deduce the principle or reconcile as best he can 
repugnant or apparently repugnant decisions, so that 
a modern law book is too often but an extended 
digest of cases. In some instances the modern 
legal author is content with the statement of the decision 
in the case as it appears in the head-note of the reporter 
{not always to be entirely relied upon), without caring to 
see whether or not that decision is therein correctly epit- 
omized, and thus an erroneous view of the law is im- 
ported into the treatise; in which it is likely to cause 
more inconvenience than in the head-note of the reporter, 





a 
from the circumstance that with respect to the head-not, 
the case itself is there, and can be referred to, but ma 
not be so accessible when the reader is using the treatige, 
Mr. Agnew’s book contains a valuable collection of prag. 
tical forms, and also, as the title states, the patent lays 
of foreign countries; and in spite of some defects of the 
kind to which we have alluded, it is, on the whole, g 
book that is likely to prove useful to the profession, 








Putes. 


A Question arose before the Lords Justices on Saturday 
last in Re Gore Langton’s Estates, with regard to the costs of 
incumbrancers made respondents to a petition presented 
by a tenant for life for the re-investment in land of 
movey paid into court by a railway company in respect of 
the purchase of a part of a settled estate which they had 
taken under their parliamentary powers. In this case the 
trustees of a term for raising portions had been served 
with the petition, and had appeared on the hearing, 
Vice-Chancellor Malins held that they were either not 
necessary parties or might have joined in the petition, 
and he declined to make the railway company pay their 
costs, but ordered that the petitioners should pay them, 
The Lords Justices, however, said that, according to the 
practice of the court as hitherto settled, these trustees 
were entitled to appear, and to have their costs paid by 
the company. But they said that, for the future, this rule 
would be laid down—that when there is a simple patition 
of this kind for the re-investment of purchase-money in 
the purchase of land, a copy of the petition must be served 
on mortgagees or annuitants, or other persons having 
charges on the estate, and forty shillings costs must be 
tendered to them, an intimation being at the same time 
given that, if they appear unnecessarily upon the hearing, 
they will do so at the risk of not being allowed their 
costs. This sum of forty shillings for costs is, of course, 
intended to enable the person served with the petition to 
consult a solicitor as to his rights, and a similar practice 
has been already adopted in other cases with regard to 
merely formal respondents, 


In tHE casE of Krehl v. Park, heard by the Lords Jus- 
tices on Monday, a question of some importance arose as 
to the power of the court to deal with the costs of 
inquiries in chambers under a decree which has directed 
that one of the parties shall pay the costs of the suit, and 
has reserved no farther consideration, but only liberty to 
apply. In Krehl v. Perk an order was made (practically 
by consent as a substitute for a decree) directing (inter 
alia) an inquiry whether any and what damage had been 
sustained by the plaintiffs by reason of the acts of the 
defendant which were complained of in the bill, and also 
that the defendant should pay to the plaintiffs their costs 
of the cause. Liberty to apply to the court was reserved, 
but nothing was said about further consideration. Under 
this order the inquiry as to damages was prosecuted in 
chambers. The plaintiffs carried in claims for damages, 
not only with regard to the acts of the defendant which 
were specified in the bill, but also with regard to other 
acts not there referred to. Very large damages were 
asked for, and very voluminons affidavits were filed on the 
subject. The chief clerk disallowed the greater part of 
the items claimed, buat allowed some small sams to the 
plaintiffs. The plaintiffs moved to vary the certificate. 
The motion, after being heard by the Vice-Chancellor aud 
refused, came by way of appeal to the Lords Justices, 
and they were of opinion that no damage whatever 
resulted to the plaintiffs from the defendant’s acts, and 
they disallowed the claims altogether. They also said that 
the plaintiffs could not, under the original order for the 
inquiry, claim damages in respect of any acts of the de- 
fendant but those which were mentioned in the bill (vide 
22 W. R. 477). The defendant afterwards moved before 
Vice-Chancellor Bacon for an order that the plaintiffs 
should pay the costs of the inquiry which had thus 
abortive. The Vice-Chancellor refused the application, 
and the matter was then bronght before the Coart of 
Appeal. On the part of the defendant it was urged that 
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i would be unjust to compel him to pay the costs of an 
inquiry which had resulted wholly in his favour, and 
especially unjust to make him pay for the evidence relating 
to those claims which had been decided to be entirely 
outside the decree. And if this question were left to the 
taxing master, he could at the most disallow the plaintiffs 
their costs of the irrelevant evidence, but he would have 
no power to give the defendant his costs of it. On the 
intiffs’ behalf the contention was that when by a decree 
one party is directed to pay the costs of a suit, and no 
farther consideration is reserved, this, according to the 
settled practice, includes the costs of all accounts and 
inquiries necessary to work out the decree, and that to 
order the plaintiffs to pay any part of the costs asked for 
would be, in effect, to alter the decree. The Lords Justices 
admitted that such a direction as to coste in the decree 
does include the costs of subsequent accounts and in- 
quiries. But they said that the court has a general jaris- 
diction to prevent its decrees from being abused, and that it 
will not permit them to be used as a means of oppression. 
The attempt to bring in under the inquiry these wholly 
irrelevant claims was an attempt to use the decree oppres- 
sively; and though the plaintiffy, notwithstanding the 
failure of such of their claims as were properly brought 
in under the inquiry, were entitled to receive from the 
defendant the costs of the inquiry, so far as it related to 
those claims, yet they must pay the costs of the inquiry 
as regarded those claims which were not included in the 
original decree. This decision is a usefal instance of the 
way in which the court deals with a technical rule of prac- 
tice so as to prevent it from being used inequitably. 


ee 


A wRITER in a French legal journal (Ze Droit) briefly 
sketches the career of M. Hautefeuille, the eminent 
authority on international law. “In 1830, when twenty- 
five years old, M. Hautefeuille was summoned to com- 
mence the organization of the judicial establishment in 
Algeria. Some years afterwards he returned to France 
as deputy procureur du roi at Toulon, and it was here that 
he acquired that interest in maritime affairs which he 
always retained. In 1837 he became an advocate of the 
Conseil d’ Etat and Cour de Cassation, and, having removed 
to Paris, he commericed the works on which his reputation 
is founded. Besides several publications on maritime law, 
he published a well-known treatise on the rights and 
duties of neutral nations in time of naval warfare. The 
first edition appeared in 1849, a second edition was 
published in 1858, and a third in 1868, but the health of 
the author did not allow him to undertake a fourth. ‘In 
addition, M. Hautefeuille published an interesting history 
of the origin, progress, and variations of maritime inter- 
national law, of which the second edition was issued in 
1859. And about the same time he issued, under the title 
of ‘Questions of Maritime International Law,’ several 
dissertations on difficulties connected with this subjeot, to 
which current events had given rise.” 





Mr. Warxin Winiiams, QC., writing to the Times, 
notices a matter connected with the defunct Judicature 
Bill, to which we have more than once called attention :— 
“The Lord Chancellor and Lord Selborne, however, seem 
now to consider that it is desirable to revert once more 
to the old system of a second and fipal appeal, and 
they propose to undo the work of 1873 in this respect, and 
Ihave no hesitation in saying that if they had had the 
courage to propose the formation of an Imperial Appellate 
Court worthy of the name, consisting of judges of the 
highest rank and eminence permanently appointed to this 
high office, there would have been no movement on the part 
of practical men at the bar for the restoration of the appel- 
late jurisdiction of the House of Lords. But what does the 
Lord Chancellor propose? If the 15th section of the Bill 

Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1873, Amendment 

ll) is looked at, it will be seen that six out of the nine 
jndges composing the ultimate appellate tribunal are to be 
Dominated by royal warrant for a term of three years only, 
Subject to re-nomination at the expiration of that time, 
ond further, in the case of the reduction in the number of 
certain of the judges by death or illness, her Majesty is 


vacant places for any time mentioned in the warrant. 


The judges of the Imperial Court of Appeal, according to 


these provisions, would be liable to be put up and down 


from year to year at the mere will of the minister, like 
boys ina class at school. Whether this is so intended or 
not, it is obviously a serious blow at the independence and 
dignity of the judges, and this at a time when, in the 
opinion of many thoughtful politicians, our exertions 
ought to be directed rather to the strengthening than the 
ee of the position and influence of the judicial 
ench, 


ae cen 


On Tuurspay the House of Lords affirmed the decision of 
the Lords Justices in Merry v. Nickalls (20 W. R. 929, L. R. 
7 Ch. 733), in which they held that a stock-jobber is not 
discharged by passing the name of a person as trans- 
feree who is not willing or able to take the shares. The 
Lord Chancellor said he entirely agreed with what had 
been said by Lord Justice Mellish—“If the person whose 
name is on the ticket is willing and able to fulfil the con- 
tract, then, as soon as the transfer is made to him, the 
jobber is discharged.” Bat, in the present case, there being 
no person willing and able to fulfil the contract, the jobber 
was not discharged. He aided that it did not appear that 
this view of the effect of a contract of this kind ought to 
cause any inconvenience in the transactions on the Stock 
Exchange. That body had facilities through the medium 
of their rules and their domestic jarisdiction to take 
security that no member of the Exchange skould pass to 
another a name which was not real—that was to say, 
which did not describe a person competent and willing to 
contract. 


os 


Tue Houses or Lorps on Thursdny affirmed the decision 
of the Court of Appeal in Chancery in Nodle v. Willock (21 
W. R. 711, L. BR. 8 Ch. 778) that a married woman cannot 
by a will made during the coverture, with the assent of the 
husband, but not re-executed after his death, dispose of 
property coming to her after his death. 





A “CHancery Barrister,” writing to the Times with 
reference to the recent exercise by Mr. Justice Denman of 
the jurisdiction of committing for contempt of court, says, 
“Tt may be saidthat they order this matter better in France. 
Where the judge or any officer of the court has been in- 
sulted, the judge in France is not, as with us, placed in 
the unseemly position of prosecutor, witness, and judge 
together, but has power to send the offender before another 
tribunal, by which he is regularly tried for the offence, 
and if convicted is, under Cade Pénal, livre 3, ss, 222, 
223, 224, punishable with imprisonment for not more than 
two years. Your readers may remember that this was 
the course adepted towards Colonel Stoffel in the Bazaine 
trial ; and though we may think that he was there merely 
& political victim we must admit that the system is far 
more dignified than ours, and better calculated to preserve 
order in court. We have all seen how with us a judge 
may be defied and insulted because he naturally mistrusts 
himself and hesitates in using his power to punish an 
offence to himself; but he would have no such mistrast or 
hesitation in directing the offender to be prosecuted before 
another tribunal. A similar system might be adopted 
with respect to publications which are calculated to disturb 
the course of justice. I presume that our draughtsmen 
would despise the brief enactments of the French Code ; 
but those enactments might, if necessary, be amplified to 
suit our taste, and the law on this subject might thus be 
easily altered and improved.” 








At the Essex Assizes during the trial of the prisoner Coates 
for the Purfleet murder a medical man who had been called 
as a witness for the prosecution asked leave to make a re- 
mark. Permission having been granted he expressed a wish 
that a larger remuneration should be givea to medical 
witnesses owing to the time which they lost by their attend- 
ancé in court. The Lord Chief Justice, however, said that he 
could not interrupt the progress of the trial by entering upon 





empowered by warrant to nominate other judges to fill the 


a disoussion of such subjects. 
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CONTEMPT OF COURT. 


The following report is given by the Hertfordshire Mer- 
cury of the recent committal by Mr. Justice Denman of a 


prisoner for contempt of court :— 


“The jury, having deliberated for some time, retrrned, 
in the case of the prisoner Craddock, a verdict of ‘ Not 
Guilty.’ The foreman said the jury believed it was a case 
of great suspicion, but thought there was not evidence 
enough to convict him. 

“The judge (to the prisoner)—You are a very bad old 
man, You have been twice previously convicted, and if 
you had been found guilty of this offence, I should have 
sentsnoed you to a long term of penal servitude. 

“ Prisoner—Believe me, my lord, upon my honour on this 
occasion I am not so black as I am painted. 

“The judge—lI do not think enough of your hononr to ac- 
cept that statement, with two previous convictions against 
you for the same offence. 

«« Prisoner—I was earning £2 10s. a week at the time I 
was taken. 

“His lordship—Try to get your living more honestly 
than by passing bad coin ; you have had a narrow escape. 

“Craddock then left the dock. 

** Mr. Fulton said he was instructed to defend the prisoner 
Kent, but upon his advice he had pleaded guilty. The 
young man had borne an excellent character, and had been 
employed as porter at the Metropolitan Meat Market, for 
which he held a licence and a badge. Two or three wit- 
nesses to prove his character were in attendance on the 
tery day, but they were not able to appeur there to-day, 

e had two letters which, with his lordsnip’s permission, 

he would hand to him—one from. a man in whose service 
the prisoner Kent had been, and who was willing to take 
him back into his employ ; and the other from a person who 
had also known him some time’and a perfectly respectable 
man. Kent had already been in prison six montbs, during 
which time he bad, the governer stated, behaved in an ex- 
cellent manner. 

“His lordship (to the governor)—Have you reason to 
believe that this young fellow has been tempted by the old 
scoundrel ? 

“* The governor—Certainly, my lord, I think he has been 
led astray. 
‘ i <% lordship— What did that old man say to him in the 

0c: 

“The governor—He said to him, ‘I will give it you for 
this splitting on me.’ 

“ His lordship then ordered Craddock to be brought up 

again and placed at the bar. This having been done, 

“The governor (Lieutenant-Colonel Hankin) was sworn, 

and deposed as follows:—1 was in charge of the prisoners 
when your lordship directed the jury to consider their 
verdict. Craddock went nearer to Kent and said, ‘I will 
give it you for this splitting on me.’ I got between them, 
and Craddock again made some observations to Kent. I 
then called un officer to go to him; I thought he was going 
to assault the prisoner Kent. 

“ His lordship (to Craddock)—Do you wish to ask the 
governor any questions ? 

“ Craddock—I do not wish to ark the governor anything. 
If he understood me in that way I am only sorry for it. 

“ His lordship— All I can say is that you are proved to 
have been guilty of a gross contempt of court, and for that 
gross contempt of court I order you to be imprisoned for 
one year. 

“ Craddock was then removed in custody. This un- 
usual incident produced considerable sensation in a crowded 


“The learned judge, addressing Kent, said:—The sen- 
tence upon you is that you be imprisoned and kept to hard 
labour for one week. You have been six months in prison, 
and, under the circumstances, I think it is probably enough 
for the offence you have committed. Be careful not to fall 
into bad company again.” 

Mr. C. E. Lewis will, on Monday next, in the House of 
Commons, ask the Home Secretary whether, having regard 
to the heavy sentence passed upon William Craddock for 
contempt court, and the peculiar circumstances of the 
case, he would institute a rigid inquiry into the facts ia 
order to ascertain whether it was # fittin the 


————___, 


Lewis has also given notice of a motion—* That thig 
House is of opinion that the power of inflicting (in a sum. 
mary way) fine and imprisonment upon persons adj 
| guilty of a contempt of court, which is now exercised 
her Majesty’s judges of Courts of Record, should be used 
with extreme caution and only in cases of urgent necessity, 
That reserving the power ofa judge to punish in as 
way whenever necessary, it is advisable to provide 
legislative enactment that ahy person aggrieved shal] 
have some right of appeal, and that, when practicable, 
punishment for contempt of court shall be awarded only 
after trial in due form and course of law.” 











General Correspondence. 


“Lucan Agents.” 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Siz,—If the attention of the legal profession has not 
yet been called to the enclosed advertisement, culled from 
the ‘‘ Metropolitan Time Table Book,” it is time that it 
should be. 

The Law List is silent as to the qualifications of the 
advertisers, and the Post Ofice Directory styles them 
“ Literary Agents.” 

Surely the 23 & 24 Vict. c. 127, was passed in vainif 
unqualified persons are at liberty to “carry out and con- 
duct’’ such various and extensive legal business as these 
people profess. Wit1am Rovte, Solicitor. 

61, Moorgate-street, London, E.C., March 13. 


[The following is the advertisement referred to by our 
correspondent :— 


LEGAL ASSISTANCE, 


Mzsszrs. PATERSON & VARY, 
LEGAL AGENTS AND ACCOUNTANTS, 


Are prepared to carry out and conduct Liquidations and 

ments with Creditors upon reasonable terms, without Publicity, 
Bankruptcy, or Suspension of Business. Also all Actions and 
Executions, whether in the Superior or County Courts, imme- 
diately stayed by Injunction. Chancery, Divorce, Probate 
Suits, Wills proved, and Common Law Actions conducted with 
despatch, pet County Courts attended. Wills, Leases, Assign- 
ments, and Agreements prepared. Money advanced on 
Mortgage, Reversions, Bills of Sale, &c., and Debts collected 
at Five per cent. interest. 
App 


ly to 
Paterson & Vary, 2, King’s-road, Bedford-row, W.C.] ' 





Sacicties. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


This society met as usual on Tuesday evening, at the Law 
Institution, Chancery-lane. Messrs, MacColla and Baker 
were duly elected members of the society. The question 
appointed for discussion was No. 559 Legal—‘ If A., being 
a partner in a firm, retire from the partnership, and as a 
consideration for so retiring receive a share of the net profits 
during his life, is he liable to third persons as a partner 
although his name do not appear?” After considerable 
discussion the question was decided in the negative. 


as 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held at Clement’s-inn Hall 
on Wednesday the 17th of March, 1875, Mu, H. T. Roand, 
LL.B. inthe chair. Mr. Rubenstein, in accordance with 
his notice, brought forward the following motion, viz, 


‘“« That this society views with surprise and regret the s¢- 


tion of the Government in withdrawing the Judicature Act 


Amendwent Bill, and considers that a further postpome- 
ment of the principal provisions of the Judicature Act, 


1873, is not calculated to promote the interests of the 





case for 
exercise of clemency on the part of her Metal Mr, 





public or the profession.” After two amendments the ori- 
ginal motion was carried by a majority of three, ;' 
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Appotuturents, Ete. 





Mr. Hesxvru Boor, solicitor, of Oldham, has been ap- 
pointed Clerk to the Magistrates for that borough in the 
place of Mr. George James Murray, resigned, at a salary 
of £400 per annum. Mr. Booth was admitted in 1872, and 
ig town clerk of Oldham. 


Mr. CuarteEs Butt, solicitor (of the firm of Palmer, 
Bull, & Fry), of 24, Bedford-row, has been appointed by 
the High Sheriff of Sussex (William Egerton Hubbard, Esq.) 
-40 be Under-Sheriff of that county for the ensuing year. 


Mr. JaMes Hecer Dovetass, solicitor, of 9, John-street, 
Adelphi, and Market Harborough, has been appointed by 
the High Sheriff of Leicestershire (Thomas Charles Douglas 
Whitmore, Esq.) to be Under-Sheriff of that county for 
the present year. 


Mr. Jonn Watter De Loncurvitte Grrrarp, barrister, 
has been appointed Judge of the County Court Circuit No. 
in succession to Mr, Serjeant Tindal Atkinson, trans- 
ferred to the Leeds Circuit (No. 14). Mr. Giffard was 
educated at Merton College, Oxford, where he graduated 
as M.A. in 1843. In Michaelmas Term of that year Mr. 
Giffard was called to the bar at the Inner Temple, and he 
has since practised as an equity draftsman and convey- 
‘ancer. He has hada long experience as a reporter, having 
been one of the authors of the well-known ‘‘ Smale and 
Giffard” reports of cases before Vice-Chancellor Stuart 
from 1855 to 1858, and the author of five volumes of reports 
bearing his name from 1858 to 1865. Since the establish- 
ment of the Law Peports he has reported for that publica- 
tion in the courts of Vice-Chancellors Stuart, Wickens, 
and Hall. 

Mr. Huseer Goven, solicitor, of Waltham Abbey, has 
been appointed Clerk to the Magistrates for the Edmonton 
division of Middlesex in succession to his recently-deceased 
partner, Mr. Joseph Frederick Jessopp. 


Mr. Lancet Victor Haset, solicitor, of Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, has been appointed a Commissioner for taking 
Affidavits in the Conrt of Common Pleas. 


Mr. Epwarp Morcom Harwoop, solicitor, of Bristol, 
has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking 
the Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women in and 
for the City and County of the city of Bristol, and for the 
Counties of Somerset and Gloucester. 


Mr, J. Moraan Howarp, Q.C., of the Home Circuit, has 
‘been appointed to the Recordership of Guildford, vacant 
‘by the death of the Hon, George Chapple Norton. Mr. 

oward was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 
Easter Term, 1858, and became Queen’s Counsel in Trinity 
Term, 1874. He unsuccessfully contested the borough of 
Lambeth in the Conservative interest in November, 1868, 
and again in February, 1874. 


Mr, Wittiam Mark Howe tt, solicitor, of Welshpool, 
has been appointed to the office of Treasurer of the county 
of Montgomery, vacant by the resignation of his father, 
Mr. Abraham Howell. 

Mr. Henry Lovrsonp, solicitor, of Bridgewater, has 
been elected an Assessor for Revising the Municipal Lists 
for that borough for the ensuing year. Mr. Lovibond was 
admitted in 1843, and is Registrar of the Bridgewater 
‘County Court. 


The Hon, Artuur Grorck Macrxerson, one of the 
puisne judges of the High Court of Bengal, has been ap- 
pointed Acting Chief Justice of the Presidency on the de- 

ure of Sir Richard Couch, and till the arrival of Chief 
Justice Garth. Mr. Justice Macpherson was called to the 
bar at the Inver Temple in Trinity Term, 1852, and prac- 
tised for several years at Caloutia. He was successively 
judge of the Small Causes Court, at Calcutta, and secre- 
tary to the Legislative Council of Bengal, and is the author 
of'a treatise on “ The Law of Mortgage of Bengal and the 
North-West Provinces.”” Ho was appointed a judge of the 
High Court in 1866. 

Mr. Groror Carrer Mornrisoy, solicitor, of 94, Cannon- 
Birect and Reigate, has been appointed by the High 








Sheriff of Surrey (Granville Leveson Gower, Esq.) to be 
Under-Sheriff of that county for the present year. 


Mr. Pitre ProrHeroE Sums, solicitor (of the firm of : 
Smith & Paul), of Truro, has been appointed by the High 
Sheriff of Cornwall (George Williams, Esq.) to be Under- 
Sheriff of that county for the present year. 


Mr. James Trevor, solicitor, of Bridgewater, has been 
elected an Assessor for Revising the Municipal Lists for 
that borough for the ensuing year. Mr. Trevor was ad- 
mitted in 1839, and is joint clerk (with Mr. John Trevor) 
to the county magistrates and commissioners of taxes for 
Bridgewater. 

Sir William Foster Stawell, Chief Justice of Victoria, 
has assumed the government of that colony, on his return 
from leave of absence, superseding Sir Redmond Barry, 
the Acting Chief Justice, who was sworn in as administra~ 
tor on the departure from Melbourne of Sir George 
Ferguson Bowen, G.C.M.G. Sir W. F. Stawell was born 
in 1815, and was called to the bar in Ireland in 1839. 
He has been Chief Justice of the colony since 1857, and 
was knighted by patent on receiving the appointment. 

At a meeting of the Court of Common Council on 
Thursday, the 11th inst., a report was presented from the 
Law and Parliamentary Committee stating that they had 
selected the names of the three following gentlemen from 
the list of candidates for the office of Assistant Registrar of 
the Mayor’s Court:—Mr. Edward Wells Eyles. of 44, 
Finsbury-circus, Mr. William Frederick Tilsley, of 2, 
Abchurch-yard, and Mr. Frederick Charles Sydrey, of 46, 
Finsbury-circus, After some discussion the report was 
remitted to the committee with instructions to have an 
interview with the three selected candidates. 

The town clerkship of Swansea has become vacant by 
the resignation of Mr. Richard Aubrey Essery, solicitor. 
The appointment is to be filled up at the next meeting of 
the Town Council. 








Parlianent aud Aeqislation. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
March 12.—AGricuLTURAL TENANCIES. 


The Duke of Ricumonp, in moving that a Bill on this 
subject be read a first time, said that the Bill applied only 
to the law relating to agricultural holdings in England. 
The Acts relating to the power of limited owners, and 
ecclesiastical corporations, and incumbents in respect 
of the making of leases were so various, and the de- 
tails connected with it so numerous, that it was found 
impossible to master them sufficiently to include that 
portion of the question in the Bill, but it was 
proposed, by a separate Bill, to give power to limited owners, 
ecclesiastical corporations, and incumbents to grant leases in 
order that their tenants may be put in the same position as 
that held by the tenants of other owners. Referring at 
some length to the report of the committee of the House 
which sat un this subject in 1848, he pointed out that the 
committee did not recommend at that time that there should 
be any compulsory legislation on this subject. They pro- 
posed to leave it to such general agreement as might be 
come to between the landlord and the tenant. The 
= of the Bill was that where the tenant on his 

olding makes certain specified improvements, he shall be 
entitled to compensation. It was proposed that the im- 
provements should be of three classes:—In the first class were 
reclaiming, warping. draining, making or improving water- 
courses, ponds, wells, or reservoirs, roads, bridges, maki 
or protecting quickset fences, erecting or enlarging build- 
ings, planting orchards, or making gardens. In the second 
class, liming, claying, chalking, marling, boning pasture 
land with undissolved bones, clay-burning, or planting hops. 
In the third class, consuming, by cattle, sheep, or pigs, 
corn, cake, or other feeding stuifs, or using purchased 
artificial or other manures. For any of these improvements 
the tenant is to be entitled to compensation under the Act, 
and subject to its conditions on the termination of his 
tenancy by reason of effluxion of time or for any other 
cavse, As regards the first class no claim is to be allowed 
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unless the improvement has been made within twenty years 
before the termination of tenancy, and with written consent 
of landlord ; as regards the second class, no claim is to be 
good unless made within seven years ; and as regards the 
third class, no claim is to be good unless made within two 
years. There is to be some check to prevent unfair outlay 
on artificial manure towards the end of the tenancy. The 
second and third classes of improvements may he made with- 
out the consent of the landlord in writing. The amount of 
compensation is to be a capital sum representing the 
unexhausted addition (as at the termination of the tenancy) 
made by the improvement of the letting value of the holding. 
There is to be set off against this amount any benefit which 
the landlord has given or allowed to the tenant in considera- 
tion of his making the improvement. There are also to be 
deducted landlord’s claims for rent due, deterioration of 
holding, dilapidation, and so forth. Independently of the 
tenant's claim for improvement, the landlord is to have a 
claim under the Act for deterioration, and the follow- 
ing acts and things are to be deemed waste diminishing the 
letting velue of the holding :—Breaking up of old grass 
without the written consent of the landlord, causing or 
permitting land to be ful or neglected, damage to planta- 
tions, coppices, and timber included in the holding ; loss of 
manure by hay, straw, roots, or green crops removed off the 
farm without the written consent of the Jandlord ; lors of 
manure not returned to the farm in lieu of produce sold off 
subject to the manure being brought back; mowing of 
meadows, other than water-meadows, without manuring ; 
mowing of old pastures; neglect of drains, outfalls, and 

watercourses ; neglect of gates and fences ; neglect of ordi- 
Bary repairs of ouildings for which the tenant is liable ; 
neglect of roads ; over-cropping by the taking of too many 
successive white straw crops ; over-cropping without manur- 
ing ; but nothing in the Actis to prevent any act or thing 
not specified in its sections from being deemed waste dimin- 
ishing the letting value of the holding. Notices of claims 

are to be given by tenant or Jandlord three months before 

the en’ of the tenancy. If both parties agree, there is an 

end to the matter. If they cannot agree in this way, each 

appoints a referee, and the referees appoint an umpire. If 
they cannot agree the selection of the umpire is to rest with 

the judge of the county court. The amount to or 

awarded, as the case may be, will be recoverable by summary 

process. There is to bean appeal in cases where the ainount 
of compensation is £100 or over; but no appeal where it is 

lees than £100. A landlord on paying compensation to a 

tenant may apply to the county court for a charge on the 

holding in respect of the amounts so paid. If the owner is 

an absolute owner he can charge the property for any time 

he pleases ; but in case of limited owners he may make the 

amount paid for compensation a charge on the estate for 

twenty, seven, or two years from the time the improvement 

was executed, according to the class of the improvement. 

The instalments payable out of the estate in di of the 

compensation are to be charged in favour of the landlord, 

his executors, administrators, and assigns ; and for the pur- 

poses of this Bill, the title ‘‘landlord” is to mean the 

person entitled to possession of land subject to a contract 

of tenancy, or entitled to receipt of rent reserved by a con- 

tract of tenancy. As to notices to quit, it is proposed 

that @ year’s notice shall be necessary in the an els senly 

tenancy. Existing leases are excluded from the operation 

of the Bill ; butss regards yearly tenancies, it is proposed 
that the Act shall come into operation within three months 
from January, 1867, and unless within two months of that 
time either party—the landlord or the tenant—intimates 
that he does not intend to come under the Act, it will come 
in force as regards the landlord and the tenant.—The Bill 
was read a first time. 


Laxp TRANSFER 


The Lory Cuancertor moved that the report of amend- 
yoents in this Bill be considered.—Lord SeLnonne moved 
the ipsertion after clause 10 of a clause making registra- 
tion cn sales of fee simple compulsory after three years, it 
being provided that the application for registration might be 
mate either by the purchaser (with the consent of the vendor) 
before the execution of any deed or instrument of con- 
veyance, or after the execution of any such deed by some 
person beneficially or otherwise interested. He said that if 
their lordehips were satisfied that their legislation was 
proceeding in a right direction and on sound lines, the 


, pulsory. The object was, as far as possible, and as soon ag 
| possible, to substitute a better system for our present com. 
| plicated system of land titles and land transfer ; and if the 

plan by which it was proposed to do this was going on sound 


lines, manifestly public policy pointed to the desirabili 


been aiming atin respect of the improvement of the transfer 
of land? Why, the practice had been in advocating that 


facilities which existed for the transfer of stocks and ships, 





was the registration of deeds, where the registration of 

deeds had been directed by the Legislature with the view 
| of getting rid of the system of conveyancing. He believed 
there would be a vast amount of vis inertia in regard to 
the carrying out of the Bill now before their lordships, ang. 
it was difficult to feel at all sanguine of success if the. 
system was to be an entirely voluntary one, both now and. 
in the future. The present Bill differed in an important 
respect from the Act of Lord Westbury, because it wag 
proposed in this Bill to enable persons to register, not only 
absolute titles, but possessory titles. It would have been 
impossible to make registration compulsory under Lord’ 
Westbury’s Act, because under it the only titles which could 
be registered were those which were absolute, and there 
were not many estates with such a title in this kingiom, 
The provision as to registering possessory titles removed a 
hardship which would otherwise exist if owners were com- 
pelled to register whenever land was brought into the: 
market. Compulsion had been applied in the colonies, 
aud had been attended with success. We had had 
considerable experience of the working of Lord 
Westbury’s Act, and also of the more successful system 
which been carried out in Ireland under the- 
Encumbered Estates and the Landed Estates Acts, and 
he thought their lordships were in a position to decide: 
between a voluntary and a compulsory system. The 
objections relied on by the Lord Chancellor for making. 
his measure voluntary appeared to him to resolve themselves. 
into two—one, the difficulty arising in the case of small prop. 


of local registries which would be required if registration 
were made compulsory. As to the first of these, he might 
refer to a printed document which had been alluded to by: 
his noble and learned friend, and the contents of which were 
similar to those in a petition presented last session to the 
other House of Parliament. It was drawn up by gentlemen: 
who were solicitors practising in Lincolnshire. It would 
appear from the document that the county of Lincoln 
chomndeh in small freeholds, which were made the subject 
of transfers, and that these transfers were carried out with 
expedition, simplicity, and economy. Let their lordships- 
see the conditions which, according to the authors of the 
document to which he had been referriog, made the carrying 
out of those traneactions so simple, cheap, and expeditious,. 
and let them farther see whether those conditions would not 
tend to make registration practicable in those cases. The 
gentlemen who drew up the document stated that in their 
part of the country the solicitors and the clieats were known 
to each other, and were acquainted with the land. If that 
were 80 it would much facilitate registration. Then th J 
said that the same solicitor often acted for both vendor an 
purchaser, That circumstance would be quite as advantage 
ous in the case of registration as it could be in the case of 
a transfer without registration. Again, they stated that in 
some instances there were mortgages, and the same solicitor 
acted for mortgagor and mortgagee. This, again, would be 
a saving of money in the preparation of decds, They urged, 
further, that in some of those small cases there were compli- 
cations arising out of settlements. Under a —— 
system, such complications would ultimately be done away 
with. Those gentlemen put forward in the next place that 
at present the contract was made and the whole transaction 
completed within a very short time. Every one of those ad-- 
vantages might be under a system of compulsory regis-- 
tration. The petitioners relied much on the cheapness 
the present system; and to illustrate their experience in that 
way they gave a summary of the costs in 127 cases. On. 
looking into the matter he thought that by —“~ the fees 
at a low rate, as they ought to be fixed, it would be quite 
practicable to adopt the system of compulsory re-: 
gistration without incrossing in the case of the first transfer 
the cost of those small transactions, and with a great diminu- 





presumption was that the legislation ought to be com- 





tion of expense in all subsequent transfers. He observed 


of having it made as general as possible. What had they- 


improvement to put before the eyes of the Legislature the. 


The registries in these two cases were compulsory, and go. 


erties, and the other the difficulty arising from the number - 
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dutthe Birmingham Law Society said, ‘‘ We observe with 
satisfaction the omission of all compulsory clauses 
the present Bill.”’ The only thing he gathered from 
of those gentlemen from Birmingham was that 
were willing to contemplate with complaisance the 
ility of a system of registration coming into operation 
“me twenty years hence, riting to him on the subject, 
sgentleman of high standing and great local experience in 
thecounty of Essex expressed the opinion that if the Bill were 
not made compulsory its effect would be injurious instead of 
jal, inasmuch as the country solicitors would be com- 
pelled to co ow d London agents to ascertain whether or not 
ngistration had taken place in any particular case, and the 
t system of wT ey would certainly be continued. 
Ree practical effect of the Bill, in short, if registration were 
pot made compulsory, would simply be to add to the present 
cost and difficulty of transfer. Where compulsory registra- 
tion did exist, asin Yorkshire, a certain amount of additional 
expense was no doubt caused, but he believed it did not 
materially check the making of purchases. He 
quld not say whether district registries would 
be necessary or not, but his present impression was 
nther in that direction. He had certainly no doubt 
that under proper rules they would work satisfactorily.— 
The LorpD CHANCELLOR said that nothing would be more 
satisfactory to the Government than to propose legislation 
om the subject which would not leave it to chance or even to 
the future to determine whether a measure such as that under 
disenssion recommended itself to the good-will of the country, 
wt which would at once make it obligatory. He was fully 
alive to the vis inertia which existed in relation to questions 
ofthe kind, and he would gladly overcome it if he could 
dem it expedient or practicable. Hb believed it, however, 
tobe both inexpedien: and impracticable in the present in- 
stance to resort to compulsion, and he therefore must ask 
tir lordships not to give their assent to the proposal which 
had just been submitted to their notice. He would, in the 
fist place, point out how the question of authority with 
napect to it stood. The commission of 1857 clearly recom- 
nended that registration should not be compulsory. The 
commission of 1869 was appointed especially for the purpose 
finding out why it was that Lord Westbury’s Act had 
filled and how that failure could be remedied. Before that 
commission witnesses were examined, and there were only 
two or three of them who suggested anything about compul- 
sion, The commission had before them the project of the 
ngistration of mere possessory titles, and they strongly re- 
cmmended that any system of registration pens «| be 
funded mainly on the registration of mere possessory titles, 
yetthey declined to recommend a compulsory scheme, So 
much for the weight of authority. He wished, in the next 
ete touch on the question of principle. His noble and 
friend had referred to illustrations as affording a 
prallel to the present case, which in his opinion simply 
wnded to mislead. In adverting to that point he wished 
their lordships to bear in mind what the Bill did not propose 
todo, In many countries of the Continent it was thought 
be a matter of public policy to have a registration 
Which would reveal to the public and to the State at all times 
the names of the real owners of every piece of fixed property. 
These nations made registration compulsory, because their 
Pblic policy was to have a record oF real owners. Other 
_had acted on the policy that the dealings 
of mankind required that every deed which was exe- 
tted with regard to real property should be placed on an 
(pen register so that the world might know what deeds were 
M existence in any way affecting such property. That was 
wm intelligible policy, though he looked upon it as of the worst 
possible kind. But it was a policy which required compul- 
because unless every deed were placed upon the register 
object in view would not be secured. In those two in- 
stances, therefore, there was compulsion, for it was demanded 
a nature of the case. The present, however, was a Bill 
did not propose even to make it compuisory to put 
the real owner on the register, nor was it a measure to provide 
for placing my deed on the register, because the object was 
that no deed should be put uponit. The two analogies which 
mentioned, therefore, entirely failed. His 
toble and learned friend next took the analogy of ships, 
Pointing out that it was sought to make the transfer of land 
#8 easy as the transfor of ships, and that the registration of 
was ee But the reason why the registra- 
tion of ships was made compulsory was that, as a matter 








ntitled to carry was a British ship, as she had certain. 
rivileges under that title and certain obligations. Then as 
to stocks, registration was compulsory, for how could there 
be any transfer except by a change of the inscription on a 
public register from one person to another? Again, it was 
said that in Australia registration was compulsory. Now, 
he believed there was no registration in Australia till 1859, 
when it was found that the registration scheme which he 
had introduced into the House of Commons might be ex- 
tremely well suited tothatcolony. That scheme was, there- 
fore, taken up, and in the first instance made voluntary, and. 
afterwards made comptlsory, but under what circumstances ? 
The title of land in Australia depending entirely on Crown 
grants of certain rectangular squares of land marked out by 
parallels of latitude and longitude, and mapped out and re- 
corded originally in Government offices, it was found that the 
system of registration adapted itself without trouble toa 
state of things of that kind. It was largely adopted ina 
voluntary shape, and subsequent legislation made it com- 
pulsory. He agreed with his noble and learned friend that 
there was a principle of public policy involved in a measure 
like the present, but it was a principle of public policy 
which was to be attained through the medium of a boon 
offered in the first instance to the landowners in this country. 
Tf they could devise any scheme by which a large proportion 
of the expense now attending the transfer or sale of land 
might be saved, they, would offer a boon to the owner of 
the land, and would arm him with the power of going into 
the market and obtaining a higher price for his property. 
If that were accomplished generally throughout the country, 
a great a sacar advantage would be derived; but that 
public advantage was to be, and ought to be, derived 
in the first instance through the boon offered to the lands 
owner. That being so, he asked on what principle they 
were to force on the owner of land by compulsion a boon of 
that kind? Assuming for the moment that their means of 
compulsion were efficacious, what right had the Govern- 
ment, unless it adopted the principle of being a paternal 
Government, to say to a man, ‘ We offer you a boon of this 
character; you must accept it; we leave you no choice in 
the. matter?”’ Did they do such a thing ia other cases? 
No doubt many of their lordships thought a particular 
course of husbandry was the best mode of cultivating the 
land; but what would they say to legislation which, even 
with a consensus of the men most skilled and eminent in such 
matters, proposed to impose a particular course of husbandry 
on the cultivator, because, forsooth, they felt satisfied it 
would put money in his pocket and add to the productive- 
ness of the land? He had listened with some interest to 
his noble and learned friend to find whether he would supply 
any precedent for legislation of the kind he recommended,. 
but . had heard none. They often had complaints made 
of the length of conveyances, and measures had been pro- 
ed and carried for shortening them, but he had never 
eard of any Act being passed to make those measures come 
ulsory, even although a good deal of money might be saved 
it. Therefore, even as a matter of principle, he said they 
had no example, and he believed they had no reason by 
which in the abstract they would be entitled to force a 
measure of that nature on those who did not wish to adopt 
it. Then how did his noble and learned friend propose by 
his amendment to apply the principle of compulsion? He 
proposed, in the first place, to apply it only in the case 
where there was to bea sale. Why was it not also to be 
applied to a mortgage, and again to a devise, where there 
was a will passing land? But taking the case of a sale, sup- 
posing there were two farms separated by a hedge, what 
right had they to say because the one farm happened to be 
sold that it must be put on the register, and that the other 
farm need not be? It was suggested that it was desirable 
to give greater facilities for the passing of land from hand to 
hand, and to encourage more land being available for 
transfer than was now the case. Well, it was a singular 
way of attaining that end to fasten on the land which was 
going to be sold, which required no compulsion, which was 
about to pass from hand to hand. He believed it would be 
impossible to put land on the register in the first instance, 
whether with only a possessory title or with a higher title, 
without some additional expense for that —— ; and 
what they were doing by fastening on the first sale of land 
was to say that there must be a further expense than would 
otherwise be incurred in the transaction. Let it not be 
supposed that the expense would be only a few shillings. 
The Government were not prepared to recommend a grant of 
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public money to cheapen the transfer of land in this 
country. The registry must be self-supporting. His noble 





—_ Seen 
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want.” Their lordships must remember that it required 
equal skill and legal knowledge to enable a registrar tp 


and learned friend had admitted, with regard to small tran- | judge of a Devonshire title as of a Middlesex 
sactions, that, unless some effective means of local registra. | Speaking with all respect of the existing county courtre. 


tion could be secured throughout the country, it would be ; 


impossible to force registration upon the purchasers, To 
show what would happen in these cases he would take one 
instance, and one was as good as a thousand. He had re- 
ceived a communication, not from Lancashire or Bir- 
mingham, but from a cathedral city in the south of Eng- 
land. It was from a solicitor whose respectabilitv he had 
inquired into, and it ran as follows:—‘‘I have for many 
years been solicitor for the . . . Benefit Building Society, 


and in that capacity have had to make numerous convey- ; 


ances for the members of that society of small pieces of land. 
The fees in such cases are extremely small, and in one in- 
stance I prepared 115 conveyances at 29s. each, and 67 
at 10s. each, not, of course, including stamps, and have 
made many others for about the same price. The purchase- 
money is, of course, small, ranging from £15 to £50, and a 
few exceeding that sum. In the course of my practice [ 
have made a large number of conveyances, and do so from 
day to day, for sums varying from £1 10s. to £4, including 
stamps. I have to-day engaged to prepare one where the 
purchase-money is £440 for £3 10s., exclusive of stamps.: In 
such cases the title is simple, and, of course, we take this 
fact into consideration in the cases especially of the working 
classes, who generally expect a solicitor to tell them before- 
hand how much the conveyances will cost. I am quite 
Satisfied that the only effect of compulsory registration would 
be expense and delay in all small purchases, and they are 
much more numerous in the country than the larger ones, 
and thus, instead of the Act proving a benefit to the working 
classes, for whose advantage it is supposed to have been in- 
tended, it will prove very injurious to their interest, and will 
prevent instead of promoting the sale of land. I am about 
shortly to prepare 110 conveyances of small pieces of land 
for the artisan class to build dwelling-houses on. My fee 
will probably be £1 each, and what can the effect of regis- 
tration be but a considerable increase of expense, and 
rendering the whole transaction more tedious and difficult ?” 
How would those cases, where the fee of the solicitor was at 
present £1, be affected by registration? His noble and 
jearned friend had referred to the Middlesex registry. In 
that case the smallest office fee was 5s. This, however, was 
but a small part of the matter. It would be necessary when 
land was placed on the register for the first time, whether 
the title was merely possessory or not, that the registrar 
should be approached by a solicitor. What was to be set 
down asthe charge under thishead ? In connection with the 
Middlesex registry the ordinary charge appeared to be two 

ineas. But let it be taken that that was too high, and 
that the fee in connection with these small transactions 
would be the lowest which it was the practice of solicitors 
to*charge—namely, 6s. 8d. ‘With 5s. as the office fee, that 
would make 11s. 8d. to be paid for registration in «ddition 
to the charge of £1 already incurred in connection with the 
conveyance. The registration expenses he had mentioned 
would be a very serious additional cost in the small cases 
to which he had referred. In the larger cases also there 
wonld be the same objection. Compulsory registration of the 
kind proposed would simply be a tax on the transfer of land, 
and would be felt most heavily by those whom it was 
desired to encourage as much as possible to become owners 
of land, Next, he came to the very important question as to 
where the registration was tobedone. It was true that the 
‘Commission of 1869 had said it would be desirable to have 
district registrars. There wasno doubt that it would be 
impossible to require persons to come up to London from 
remote paris of the country for the purpose of registering in 
a central office. But his-noble and learned friend said there 
would be no difficulty whatever in registering possessory 
titles in the country, and that existing registrars—those of 
the county courts, for example—might be employed for the 
purpose. This proposal seemed to him to be based on a 
mistaken view of the necessities of the case. If a district 
was taken away from the jurisdiction of the London office it 
must be taken away wholly, and all the registration for that 
area tust be carried on in the local office. It would be 
practically impossible cither at the London office cr the local 


office to ascertain what charges there might be upon the 
land. It would not do for a man to be told at the London 
office, “ You must wait till we have communicated with 
the local registrar before getting the information you 








gistrars, he did not think that they possessed any Special 
qualifications or training for investigating the titles to 
land, because they were just the class of professional men 
who were unlikely to be thoroughly acquainted with oo, 
veyancing. It was important to determine under 
circumstances access to the register of titles should be ad. 
mitted, and in his opinion the register should not be 

to any one who could not show a primd facie interest ig 
the property the title of which he sought to inspect, Bus 
the noble and learned lord now proposed to throw open the 
register of all the titles of the county to a certain solicitor 
practising in that particular county—because the 

court registrars were not required to give up their private 
practice—who would thus have placed in his hands the 
key to all the titles to the property in his neighbourhood, 
The proposition of the noble and learned lord that thig 
Bill should be made compulsory could not be carried 
and in his judgment the compulsion proposed by him wag 
absolutely no compulsion at all—or, at any rate, would not 
operate as such in nine cases out of every ten. The noble 
and learned lord had said that he did not intend, in thg 
event of non-registration, to make the purchase and salg 
of an estate void, but merely to enact that any instrument 
of conveyance of land should operate as a conveyance of 
the equitable estate only, and not of the legal estate, and 
that the title of a non-registered estate could, therefore, 
only be perfected by going to a court of equity. Sucha 
proposal might have had terrors for an intending pur. 
chaser some years ago, but by recent legislation to which 
the noble and learned lord had been a party—he referred 
to the Judicature Act of 1873—the whole of those terrors 
had been done away with, because by that Act every divi- 
sion of the new High Court was bound to take judicial 
notice of all equitable estates and rights, and to give them 
equal force with legal estates and rights. Therefore, for 
the future, under the provisions of that Act, equitable 
titles wonld be just as good in ninety-nine cases. out of 
every hundred as legal ones, and so the proposal of the noble 
and learned lord would be no compuision at all.— 
Lord Penzance believed that the safer and more pru- 


dent course would be to leave the Bill in its presant form.— . 


Lord O’Hacan said that since the year 1850 the Landed 
Estates Court had dealt with properties to the value of 
over fifty millions sterling, while under the Record of 
Titles Bill, which was similar to that now under consi- 
deration, properties to the value in all of two millions 
sterling only had been dealt with.—Lord SeLporye, in 
reply, altogether demurred to the notion that elaborate 
district registries would be indispensable. The investiga 
tion of titles would go on in the central registry. There 
would, of course, be local agencies coanected with and 
subordinate to the central registry, the functions of which 
would be to receive and record simple transactions within 
their local limits which did not involve the investigation 
of title.—On a division Lord Selborne’s clause was nega 
tived by 39 to 15.—The report of amendments was thet 
to. 


March 16.—Eppine Forest. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Superannuation Act (1859) AsENDMENT. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
INCREASE OF THE Eriscopate. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed, 
March 17.—Eprine Forest. 

This Bill went through committee, and the standing 
orders having been dispensed with, it went through the te 
maining stages also, and was passed. 

SuPERANNvATION Act (1859) AMENDMENT. 

This Bill went through committee. 

Rxoisrry or Deeps Orrice (Inetann). 

This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
March 12.—ConsoLipaTIon oF STATUTES, 

On the motion for going into committee of supply, Mr. 
furusone called attention to the inconvenience resulting 
from the existence of numerous and undigested Acts relating 
ithe same subjects, and to the expediency of making better 

jon for their consolidation, and moved a series of resolu- 
embodying his proposals,—The ATroRNEY-GENERAL 
gid the House bad resolved last week to appoint a select 
emmittee to consider whether any means should be adopted 
jimprove the mode and language of current legislation, and 
mm Monday it would be his duty to nominate the committee, 
which would include the name of his hon. friend (Mr. Rath- 
The subject could not be discussed with advantage 
jg the House uatil it had first been considered by the com- 
mittee. Moreover, the consolidation of Acts of Parliament 
had been under the consideration of the Government for some 
time, and a correspondence which had passed between the 
Jord Chancellor and the committee for the revision of the 
statute law would, he believed, soon be laid upon the table, 
The mo.ion was withdrawn. 
PRISONERS FOR PoLiTicaL OFFENCES. 

Mr. O'Connor Power moved ‘‘ That, in the opinion of 
this House, it is undesirable to continue the incarceration of 
parsons who are now, and have been for many years, im- 
apa for political offences.” —Mr. Cross said it was the 

intention of her Majesty’s Government not to release 
the prisoners referred to.—The motion was withdrawn. 


Eprine Forest. 

This Bill was read a third time and passed. 

East InprA Home GoverNMENT (PENSIONS), 

@n the motion for going into committee on this Bill, Lord 
@, HamiLton explained that its object was to place servants 
who were in the employ of the Home Government of India 
wider the Superannuation Act of 1869.—The Bill passed 
through committee, 

MountcipaL ELECTIONS. 

This Bill was read a second time. 

BisHorric oF St. ALBANS. 


Mr, Cross introduced a Bill for the formation of a new 
Bishopric at St. Albans. ‘ 


March 15.—RuGimEnTAL ExcHANGEs. 
The House went into committee on this Bill, but the 
tebate was ultimately adjourned. 


Exrnostve SussTaNces, 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Burzprne Societies Act (1874) AMENDMENT. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
’ East Inpia Home Government (PENsIons). 


lord G. Hamitron, moved the third reading of this Bill, 
but the debate was adjourned. 


Britis READ A First Tie. 

Mr. Cawxey brought in a Bill to amend the Lands Clauses 
Qmsolidation Acts Amendment Bill. 

Captain Pix brought in a Bill to define the liability 
tf shipowrers, shipmasters, and others in command of 
British merchant vessels in respect to loss of life, or injury 
to the person on board ship. 


March 16.—Contemrt or Court. 


Mr. C.E. Lewis asked the Home Secretary whether his 
Attention had been called to a statement in the Herts 
Guardian that at the assizes William Craddock had been 
‘ommitted for twelve months for contempt of court, after 
hisown acquittal by the jary, for threatening a fellow- 
Ptisoner who had attempted to incriminate him, and 
whether steps would be taken to release Craddock.—Mr. 
Cross said his attention had not been called to the state- 
Ment referred to, but he believed it to be true that this 
man was committed for twelve months by Mr. Justice 

an for contempt of court. The facts were that 
two men were indicted for uttering base coin, 
Craddock, the elder, after two former convictions. The 
man, who was much younger, pleaded “ Guilty,” and 


dock. “ At that time,” says the learned judge, “I ob- 
served that Craddock stepped up to the other in a hasty 
way and spoke to him, and that the turnkey stepped be- 
tween them and drewthe other man aside. Craddock 
was tried, and, although the case was one of strong sus- 
picion, he was acquitted.” The learned judge was then in- 
formed by the turnkey that just before the trial began, 
upon the younger man’s pleading ‘‘ Guilty,” Craddock, 
the elder, had gone upto him and threatened that he would 
“ give it him” or “ do for him” when he (Craddock) came 
out for “ splitting upon him,’’ The learned judge added, “I 
had, and have, no doubt whatever that what he meant 
was to threaten the other man if he gave evidence on the 
trial against him. This I looked upon, and still look upon, 
as @ very gross contempt of court, which, having occurred 
under the eyes of the jury and in the dock just at the com- 
mencement of his trial, it was my duty summarily to 
punish if not erroneously imputed.” That was the state- 
me nt of the learned judge, and in his (the judge’s) opinion 
the punishment was not too severe.—Mr. C. E. Lewis gave 
notice that, shcrtly after Easter, he would bring under 
consideration the general subject of the power vested in 
her Majesty’s judges without any appeal, and without any 
reference to a jury, to inflict fine and imprisonment for so- 
cal led contempt of court. 
REGIMENTAL EXCHANGES, 

This Bill passed through committee. 

Merropotis Locan Acts AMENDMENT. 

Mr. Boorp, in moving the second reading of this Bill, 
explained that its object was to exempt partially from 

se wer rates imposed by the Metropolitan Board of Works 
some outlying districts, to which partial exemption he 
contended those districts were entitled by a compact en- 
ter ed into in 1855.—The Bill was read a second time and 
referred to a select committee. 

Bint REaD A Frest Troe. 

On the motion of Captain Beprorp P.y, leave was given 
to bring in a Bill to provide for the measurement of the 
tonnage of British ships. 

March 11.—Banxers Act AMENDMENT. 

Mr. GoscuEN moved that this Bill be read a second 
time. It provided that after December 31 next no bank 
shall issue notes in England or Scotland except on condi- 
tion of giving up its business in the other part of the 
king dom.—The Bill was referred to a select committee. 


Open Spaces (MErRorotis), 

Mr. WHALLEY moved the second reading of this measure, 
the obj ect of which was to give facilities to not less than 
two-thirds of the owners of any open space in the metro- 
polis to throw it open for public use, giving power to 
any dissatisfied owner to bring an appeal before the Local 
Gover n ment Board.—Some discussion ensued, but it was 
cat short by the arrival of the time (a quarter to six) when, 
in accordance with the standing orders, the discussion 
must be closed. 








heqal Ltens. 


The Manchester Assize is likely to be a heavy one. There: 
aresixty-seven causes entered, of which twenty-four arespecial; 
juries. The calendar contains thirty-seven cases, 
The Daily Telegraph states that the appointment of 
Clerk of the Parliaments was offered to Mr. Montague’ 
Corry, barrister-At-law, Mr. Disraeli’s private seoretaryi 
At the Brighton Quarter Sessions last week there were oul 
seven prisoners for trial, and Mr. Locke, Q.C., M.P., 
that it was the smallest calendar that he had met with since 
he had held the office of recorder. 
On Thursday Lord Justice James stated that during 
Easter Term the present arrangement of hearing Bank. 
ruptoy appeals on Thursday will beadheredte. Thecourg 
will ta ke Lunacy petitions on Monday next. 
A parliementary return states that the Ecclesiastical 
Commi ssioners in five years sold reversions to the lease- 





Mood aside while the jury were being sworn to try Crad- 


holders of 55,129 acres; lands sold as freehold, in possession, 
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9,761 acres; lands purchased from lessees under the Com- 
missioners, 19,266 acres; and land purchased as freehold, 
10,331 acres. The copyholds of inheritance dealt with dur- 
ing the same period were 497 in number, relating to 9,924 
acres, 

It is stated that five electors of the county of Tipperary 
have sent a petition to the House of Common praying to 
be heard by counsel at the bar of the House in the matter 
of the first election of Mr. Mitchel for that county. They 
claim to be heard as parties directly affected, and whose 
constitutional right cannot, they say, be taken from them 
without an opportunity first afforded of being heard contra, 
and all facts sifted and proved. They assert that by the 
recent vote on the subject the House exceeded its powers, 
and say they will prove this at the bar. Mr. Ronayne 
and Mr. Butt are to present the petition. 


The Toronto Globe says that the ensuing session of the 
Parliament of Canada will witness the passing of an Act for 
the organization of a Supreme Court of Appeal. The consti- 
tution of such a tribunal was anticipated in the British 
North America Act. In the 101st section of that statute it 
is provided :—“ The Parliament of Canada may, notwith- 
standing anything in this Act, from time to time provide 
for the constitution, maintenance, and organization of a 
general court of appeal for Canada.” Sir John A. Mac- 


donald made two or three attempts to establish such a court, 
but on each occasion he failed to carry out his intentions. 
One difficulty in the way of such a measure has been the 
jealousy of Quebec of the proposal to submit her causes in 
a to judges not specially versed in her peculiar system 
of law. 


At the recent Lancaster Assizes an action for ‘‘ mainten- 
ance ” was tried. The plaintiffs were the executors of the 
will of a Miss Braithwaite, and sought to recover from the 
defendants, Messrs, Bindloss and RK. F. Thompson, the 
former an ironmonger and the latter a solicitor of Kendal, 
the expenses which they alleged they had been put to by the 
assistance which the defendant Bindloss had lent to one John 
Warriner in litigating some claims he made to parts of Mi 
Braithwaite’s estate, upon an agreement that he was to have 
a part of the property if recovered, and which agreement 
was alleged to be known to the defendant Thompson. 
After Mr. Thompson had given his evidence in the box, on 
asuggestion from Mr. Justice Field, a consultation was held 
between the learned counsel, which resulted in a juror being 
withdrawn in the action, and a stay of all other legal pro- 
ceedings, The judgeis stated by the Westmorland Gazette 
to have said he was very glad that such an arrangement had 
been come to. The plaintiffs were fully justified in bring- 
ing this action to ask for money to which they believed they 
were entitled ; but Mr. Thompson was not only justified and 
entitled to say that he would not come to any settlement 
until he had gone into the box, but it was necessary that be 
should do so because, when any question arose as to a pro- 
fessional man’s honour he ought to meet it fairly and 
honestly. This Mr. Thompson had done, and from the evi- 
dence he had heard he had no doubt whatever that Mr. 
Thompeon thoroughly believed in the genuineness of War- 
riner’s claim. He hoped that the legal gentlemen in Kendal 
= now forego all animosity and work amicably to- 
gether. 


On Tuesday afternoon, at the sitting of the Halifax 
County Court, there was a very large attendance of the legal 
a and upon Mr. Serjeant Tindal Atkinson taking 

is seat Mr. E. M. Wavell said he had been requested by 
his professional brethren to offer to his honour a remark or 
two. The newspapers informed them that it had pleased 
her Majesty’s advisers to make some change in the judicial 
presidency of that court and to transfer his honour to the 
eat commercial metropolis of the coufity. ‘They also 
sel that his successor had been nominated. All the 
members of the legal profession desired to express their senti- 
ments of respect and gratitude for the courteous and dignified 
ocedure which had been the rule of the court since his 
mour had been judge. The legal profetsion could not 
permit the present change in their professional life to pass 
without expressing be his — — —_ ar — 
respect, and gratitude for the public and person ts 
shown in discharging all his public daties, trusted 
that on his removal to a larger sphere his judicial usefulness 
would be much extended ; and though that removal was not 
to @ very great distance, yet it would to a great extent sever 





: EE 
those professional ties which had united the profession 
gentlemen to him during his term of office at Halifax,—y, 
M. H. Rankin also acknowledged the courtesy and kindness 
of the judge, and regretted that circumstances necessitated 
a change.—Mr. Serjeant Atkinson, in reply, said he wag 
extremely grateful for the expressions they had given 
utterance to, and that it would always be a solace to him to. 
reflect upon the feeling which had been engendered between 
himself and the gentlemen practising in that court. 

A curious case, says the Paris correspondent of the 
has been decided by the Zribunal Correctionnel of Paris, 
Three ex-priests — Vidal, Houmeau, and Lacombe—wers 
charged with unauthorized traffic in moneys paid for cele. 
brating masses. It should be explained that in Franco 
there exists a — by which any one desiring to have g 
mass said for the repose of the soul of a relative or friend 
can go to certain agencies in Paris, pay his money, and ip. 
sure the celebration in any desired parish in France, This 
system, however, is only authorized by the laws of the 
Church when it takes the form of a free exchange and re. 
ceives the permission of the bishop of the diocese. Vidal's 
plan of operation was to obtain the fees for the masses, 
and, of course, never to have them performed. In No. 
vember, 1870, he was condemned in absentia to five years’ 
imprisonment, and he seems to have been in hiding till 
1872, when he recommenced his operations by means of 
circulars, letters, and personal visits. He gave himself out 
as an authorized agent for the exchange and transmigsion of 
masses. Vidal and his accomplices also established a ficti- 
tious society called the Union Internationale, which com- 
bined the various advantages of an insurance company, the 
publishing of books, a furniture agency, and the issue of 
twelve religious newspapers and periodicals. The principal 
victims of these swindlers were country priests, who sub- 
scribed to the society and effected the exchange of their 
masses with the most perfect simplicity. From February, 
1872, to March, 1874, Vidal realized 51,444f. by trading in. 
ordinary masses at 89 centimes apiece. His total gains, 
therefore, must have been enormous, His farther career, 
however, seems likely to be checked, for by the judgment 
he was sentenced to ten years’ imprisonment, includi 
the sentences which he has not undergone, to a fine 
8,000f., and to ten years’ deprivation of social rights. 
Houmeau was sentenced to three years’ imprisonment 


a fine of 1,000f., and Lacombe, who has escaped, to two 


years’ imprisonment and a fine of 500f. 





Court Papers. 
COURT OF CHANCERY. 


Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCB ON 
Date. Lorp Master oP THE Lonps 
° CHANCELLOR. Rous. JUSTICES, 


Monday, Mar. 22Mr. Rogers Mr. Teesdale Mr. Leach 
Tuesday 23 Farrer Holdship Latham 
Wednesday ., 24 Teesdale Leach 
Thursday ..,. 25 Holdship Latham 
V. C. Hatt. 


V. C. Bacoy. 


Rogers 
Farrer 
V. C. Matis. 
Monday, Mar. 22Mr. Milne Mr, King 
Tuesday...... 23 Merivale Disraeli 
Wednesday .. 24 Milne King Pemberton 
Thursday .... 26  Merivale Disraeli Ward 
Cartiricatss OF SALE AND TRANSFER. 
Mond., Mar.22 Mr. Farrer Wedn. Mar.24 Mr. Ward 
Tuesday ..23 Teesdale Thursday .,25 Leach 
The Easter Vacation will commence on Saturday, the 27th 


day of March, and terminate on Monday, the 5th day of April, 
both days inclusive. 


LONDON BANKRUPTCY COURT. 
Norice, 

This court will be closed from and after the 24th day of 
March instant until the 15th day of April next. 

Applications may be made at the court in Basinghall. 
street, except on Good Friday, Saturday, the 27tb, and 
Easter Monday and Tuesday, on which days the courts & 
offices will be entirely closed. 

The Chief Jadgo will not sit again to hear baskrupt 
appeals until Monday, the 19th day of April. 
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—— 
PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 
Last Quoration, Mar, 19, 1675. 
t. Consols, 93 Annuities, April, ’85, 9 
H for Account, "April 93 Do, (Red Sea T. ) Aug. _— 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 91 xd | Ex Bills, £1000, 24 per Ct. 1 pm, 
3 per Cent., 91g xd Ditto, £500, Doi pm. 
Do. $4 perCent., Jan, ’v4 Ditto, 2100 & £200,i pm. 
90. 24 perCent.,Jan. 94 Bank of England Stock, 5 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’78 Ct. (lant half-year), 
Annuities, Jan.”80— Ditte for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SKCURITIES, 


Ditto 5 per Cent., July,’80, 108} | Ditto,54 per Cnt., May,’79 101 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent, 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct.’ 88,103, xd} April, "64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.bo,5 per Cent,, Aug. '73 
Ditto Exfaced Ppr.,¢ per Cent.93 | Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
jad, Buf.Pr.,5 p C.,Jan.’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1600 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





— 


Railways. -|Closing Price. 


| i 
yook Bristol and Exeter 








ol Giesow and South-Western 

Gtock'Great Eastern Ordinary StOCK scsecsssess 

§iock|Great Northern ...... 

tock} Do., A Stock* 
(Great Southern and Western ot Ireland 

tock Great Western—Original..... 

Stock| Lancashire and Yorkshire ..... 

ftock' London, Brighton, and South C 

Stock} London, Chatham, and Dover... 

Gtock'London and North-Western .. sal 

Stock London and South Western at 

Stock 

Stock 

Stock 

Stock 

Stock 











\Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ....... acid 
'Metropolitan 
Do., District 
Midland ' 
North British 
North Easterti.is...ccoccsssesssesesessererecsees ecseree| 
Stock North London 
Btock| North Staffordshire .10.....cecesseseerseeeecceeseree 
@tock!South Devon soeeee 
§tock/ South-Eastern pees 


® A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has bee n paid to B. 
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Money MARKET AND City INTRULIGENCT, 

The bank rate was not changed on Thursday. The pro- 
portion of reserve to liabilities has risen from 39 per 
cent. last week to about 40 per cent. this week. On the whole 
prices in the home railway market during the week have been 
steady, but on Wednesday and Thursday there was occa- 
sional flatness. ‘There has been some uneasiness in the 
foreign market owing to the recent heavy failure, and on 
Thursday the market closed flat. Consols closed on Thurs- 
day 923 to } for money and 92% to3 for the account. 

thirtieth annual general meeting of the Equityand Law 

Life Assurance Society was held on Tuesday last. The report 
states that the number of new policies issued during the year 
was 178, assuring @ capital sum of £366,083 and reversion- 
~ annuities amounting to £1,010; the premiums on 
which policies amounted to £14,157 11s. 3d. Deducting 
reassurances, the net sum assured amounted to £293,952, the 
net new annual premiums to £9,684 10s. 10d., the net 
single premiums to. £2,700 10s. 2d., and that none of the 
reversionary annuities have been reassured. The renewal 
Premiums, after deducting reassurances, amounted to 
£100,868 10s, 8d., exhibiting an increase, over those of the 
vious year, of £3,481 9s. 5d., and the total premium 
Income, after deduction of reassurances, was £112,753 11s. 8d., 
A sum slightly smaller than in 1873, owing to the 
exceptional amount of the single premiums in that year, 
‘The amount of interest and dividends was £42,636 8s. 11d. 
This is less than the corresponding amount in 1873, owing, 
8 was explained in that year’s report, to the fact that a 
sun of over £3,000 was included under this head, being in- 
terest on the re-sale of a reversion; an unusually large 
sum, nearly £60,000, has been invested in reversions in 
the course of the past year. Of the item “ Profit on re- 
Versions fallen in and increase in value,” £30,308 lds, 1d. ; 
amount arising from the falling in of reversions was 
416,053 28, 6d., and the increase in value during the quin- 
quennium, partly from succession to a reversionary an- 





Buity, £14,255 lls. 7d. The amount of the claims, 
£106,180 8s., is somewhat in excess of the expectation. This 
amount was reduced by reassurances to £83,533 8s., of 
which £55,411 18s. arose under participating policies, 
carrying bonus additions of £10,821 10s., and £17,300 
under non-participating policies. The total income during 
the year has been £182,994 17s. 6d., and the total expendi- 
ture, including claims and all other outgoings, 
£113, 482 17s. 3d., so that the society’s assets have been 
increased during the year by £69,512 0s. 3d. The increase 
in value of the reversions during the quinquennium being 
now carried to account, the increase in the amount of the 
funds appears as £83,767 11s. 10d., and the total funds on 
the 31st of December last amounted to £1,104,066 2s. 3d. 
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BIRTHS AND DEATHS. 


BIRTAS, 

ArcHER—March 13, at 440, Commercial-road- east, the wife of 
William Archer, solicitor, of a son. 

BosaNavuEetT—March 12, at Quedgeley House, Gloucester, the 
wife of F. A. Bosanquet, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

Evans—Feb. 24, on board ss. Mongolia, the wife of G. H. P. 
Evans, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

Everest—March 14, at Waltov-on-the-Hill, Epsem, Surrey, 
the wifeof W. Alexander Everest, solicitor, of a son. 

Lrewrn—March 11, at 13, Coleherne-road, South Kensington, 
the wife of F. A. Lewin, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

SPEPHEARD—March 11, at 18, Taviton-street, Gordon-square, 
the wife of Wallwyn Poyer B. Shepheard, of Lincoln’s-inn, 
barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

Wattis—March 13, at Belvedere, Kent, the wife of C. Wood- 
ward Wallis, of the Middle Temple, barrister-at-law, of a 
daughter. 





DEATHS. 


Maparone—March 10, at Stowmarket, Suftolk, ‘John Marriott 

solicitor, aged 79. 

Scorr—March 8, at 10, Svdney-place, Onslow-square, William 
Pulteney Scott, also of 55, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, aged 70. 

oa 10, at Folkestone, Robert Still, of Lincoln's-inn, 


Vxuyszy—March 15, Arthur Veysey, solicitor, of Brighton, and 
South Malling, Lewes, aged 68. 
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LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
FaipaY, Mareh 12, 1875, 
Lruirep In CHAaNcEryY. 

Battersea Foundry and Horse Shoe Works, Limited. —V.C. Hall has, 
by an order dated Feb 12, appointed Frederick Whinney, Old Jewry, 
to be official liquidator. 

Caerphilly Colliery Company, Limited.—V.C. Bacon has, by an order 
dated March 4, appointed Edward Hart, Moorgate st, to bs official 
liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before March 30, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to ths above, Tuesday, April 13, at 11, bsing the time ap- 
pointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debdts aad claims. 

Co-operative Sapply A , Limited.—By an order made by V.C. 
Malins, dated March 5, it was ordered that the above association be 
wound up. Morley and Shirreff, Palmerston buildings, Old Broad 
at, solicitors f r the petitioners. 

Tusspay, March 16, 1875. 
Liuirep in Cmancerr. 

Cwm Bychan Silver Lead Mining Company, Limited.—The M.R. has 
fixed Wednesday, March 24, at 12, at his chambers, for the appoint- 
ment of an official liquidator. 

Grovesend Steam Coal Colliery Company, Limited.—The M.R, has 
fixed March 24, at 12, a: his chambers, for the appointmeat of an 
official liquidator 

London and Paris Banking Corporation, Limited.—By an order made 
by V.C. Malins, dated March 5, it was ordered that the above com- 
pany be wound up. Lanes and Soa, Fenchuroh st, solieitors for the 
petitioners. 

Metropolitan Counties Co-operative Coal Company, Limitet.— Petition 
for winding up, presented Merch 5, directed to be hear before the 
M.R,, on March 24. Linklater and Co, Walbrook, solicitors for the 
petitioner, ‘ Bi 

Snowdon Slate Quarries Company, Limitet.—Petition for wiadiag up, 
presented March 13, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall, oa April 
16, Webd, Queen Victoria st, solicitor for the petitioners. 

Woollen Trade Association, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. 
Maling, dated March 5, it was ordered that the voluntary winding 
up of the above association be continued. Harston, Gresham bdaild- 
ings, Guildhall, petitioner in persoa. 
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Stawnarizs oF CornNwALt. 

Crenver and Wheal Abraham United Mines Company, Limited.—Peti- 
tion for winding up, presented March 10, directed to be heard before 
the Vice-Warden, at the Law Institution, Chancery lane, on March 
24, at 12. Affidavits intended to be used at the hearing in opposition 

to the petition, must be filed at the registrar’s office, Truro, on or 
before March 20, and notice thereof must at the same time be given 
to the petitioners, their solicitors, or their agents. Hodge and Co, 
Truro, petitioners’ solicitors ; Gregory and Co, Bedford row, agents. 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, March 12, 1875. 

Clarke, William,Godalming, Surrey, Grocer. April 5. Hales v Clarke, 
V.c. Malins. Day, Godalming 

Laurence, Francis, agg Suffolk, April 8. Laurence v Sanders, 
V.C. Bacon, Stanley, Norwich 

Mackay, Donald, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Draper. April 21. 
Mackay, V.C. Hall. Morgan, Cardiff 

Mine, Boscaswell Downs, Penwith, Cornwall. April 10. Boyns v 
Kevern, V.C, Hall. Presswell, Oid Jew wry 

Walker, Thomas, Batley, York, Butcher. April 10, Walker v Walker, 
V.C. Malins. Gill, Wakefield 

Tvespay, March 16, 1875. 
Bower, Louisa, West Ham, Essex. April12, Wright v Eagle, V.C. 
Bacon. Elmslie and Co, Leadenhall st 

Ingham, John, Bradford, York, Dyer. April 15. 
V.C. Hall. Foster, Halifax 

Jay, Joseph Henry, Tottenham, Gent. April 15. Harradence v Jay, 





Pearce v 
Craven v Ingham, 
M.R. Richardson, Great Hadham 
Pack, Martin, Northampton, Gent. April 15, Pack v Darby, V.C. 
Warner, Edwin Columbus, Genben rd,Camden town, Cheesemonger. 
April 9. Pearce v Warner, M.R. Evans, Coleman st 
April 9. Worlock v Barreit, V.C. Bacon. Barrett, Bell yard, 
Doctors’ ‘commons 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, March 12, 1875. 
Coleman and Coleman, Birmingham 
Bennett, Rev Henry, Sparkford, Somersetshire. Aprill5, Phelps 
Borrett, pe Bryanston square, Esq. April 12, White and Co, 
Whitehall p! 
ee and Co, Blackpool 
Cecil, Duke’s lane, Kensington, Retired Builder. April 17. 
ChamberiayDe Joseph Chamberlayne, Stow-in-the-Wold, Gloucester, 
May 1. Cole and Co, Essex st, Strand 
May 9. Allan and 
Davies, Newcastle-upon-Tyre 
berne and Co, Bristol 
Fisher, Peter, Chatham, Kent, Captain R.N. May15. Walker and 
Fountain, Mary Aun, Norwich, Eating House Keeper. 
Fosters and Co, Norwich 
Garreaud, Pierre, | Blackpool, Lancashire, Professor of Music. April 20. 
Charnley and Co, Black pool 
Glossop 
Hant, Ro Robert William, Strand, Licensed Victualler, April 15. James 
Jacobs, Joseph, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, Pawnbroker, June, Jool, 
Newcastie-upon-Tyne 
Parker and Co, St 
Paul’s churchyard 
Killick, John, Hornsey lane, Highgate, Esq. 
Co, 
Lever, oe Baldwin, Bedford row, Solicitor. July1., Stuart, 
Gray's inn eq 
May 12. Wilde and Co, 
College bill 
April ¥ Denton and Co, Gray’s inn square 
Phebe, Waddon New rd, Croydon, April 20. Williams 
Oldknow, Kiizabeth, Litchurch, Derby. May }. 
Oliver, William, Avenue rd, Regent’s park, Timber Merchant. Jane 
Prother, Rev Edward Ramsey, Child Okeford, Dorset. May 10. 
Walker and Co, Farnival’s inn 
April 7. Brierley, Rochdale 
soem, Sen, King’s ooearm Worcester, Gent. April15. Saunders 
Braa 
i Saunders and 
So. Birmin 
‘orice, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st 
Shuldbam, Thomas Henry, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Lieut General. 
oo Bardet: terrace, Bow, Jeweller. 
King st, C heapside 
Southampwon, Right Hon Charles Lord. May 13. B'rt, Southampton 
at, Fitzroy square 
Squire, James, April 9. Thompson, 


Hensman, Northampton 
Worlock, gg Guillaume, Kent st, Southwark, Licensed Victualler. 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Baker, Sampson Choyce, Atterton, Leicester, Nurseryman, April 12, 
and Co, Red Lion square 
Cardwell, Cunbert, Bispham Hawes, Lancashire, Yeoman. April 20. 
George, 
Carr and Co, Vieo st, Regent st 
Corbett, Joseph, eer rg at Hosier. 
, Thomas, Clifton, Bristol, Stone Merchant. April 24, Os- 
Martineau, King’s rd, Gray’s inn 
April 6, 
— Samuel, Hollingworth, Cheshire, Farmer. April 5. Ellison, 
and Co, Ely place, Holborn 
Joy, William, Cheam, Surrey, Esq. May 10, 
May 15. Biloxam and 
Lincoln's inn fields 
Sir Charie s, 8, Harley st, Baronet. 
Edward Joseph, Nelson st, Camden town, Bellhanger. 
Nicholsor, 
and Blyth, St Swithin’s lane 
Sale, Derby 
30. Mott, Bedford row 
Robinshaw, John Grindrod, Spotland, Rochdale, Lancashire, Labourer. 
Rose, James, Spring gardens, Esq. Sept 13. Mackeson and Co, Lin- 
coln’s inn fields 
, Sarah, ot ‘ors, Worcester. April 15, 
—— Liszabeth col Knowle, near Newton Abbott. May 12. 
April “. Ticehurst and Sons, Cheitenham 
May 1, Edoll, 
Oak Bank, Yorkshire, Farmer. 
April 30, Cad- 


Bentham 
Tonks, John, West Bromwich, Staffordshire, Gent. 
dick, West Bromwich 


——= 
Tracy, Catherine, Allen terrace, Kensington. April 15, Routh 

Stacey, Southampton st, Bloomsbury ang 
Watt, bso ng Bishop Burton, York, Esq. April 6. Shephorg 

Co, Beverley and 
Whitaker, Sarah Harriett, Queen’s rd, Bayswater. May 1. Routh 

Stacey, "Sout hampton st, Blooms bury and 
Whitehouse, John, Birmingham, Canal Boat Owner. April 99, Beas 
Wiehtwith, Thess Ramsden, Kent, Gent. J 

ight homas, Ramsden, Kent, Gent. une7. Wil 

Co, Cranbrook Ison and 


Touespay, March 16, 1875, 


Averill, Anthony, Saughym Massie, Cheshire, Gent. May 1, Pembere 
Beck ioe rine R Ciifton H anchesta 
with atherine Rance, Ciifton Hall Asylum, near &M; 

April 24. Sharp, Lymington ‘ , 
Bedwell,jHarriet, Cote, Oxtord, April!4. Skianer, Bamoton 
Bedwell, James, Cote, Oxford. April 14, Skinner, Bampton 
Beresford, George, Chesterfield, Derby, Cabinet Maker, April 17; 

Gratton, Chesterfield 
wn Mary, Great Marlborough st. April 9. Tylee and Co, Esse 

tran 
Butterfield, John, Hoston Mill, Stafford, Colliery Manager. ", 

Llewellyn and Ackrill, Tunstall ow, eer 
Chadwick, James, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Gent. May 15 

Field, Leamington Priors a 
Cross, Ann, Winslow, Bucks. May 1. Willis and Willis, Winslow 
Edwards, Mary Arne, Walmer, Kent. April 30. Thatcher, Bennet's 

hill, Doctors’ commons 
Foster, baw Mansfield, Nottingham. April 19. Bryan, Mansfiald 

Haigh, T memes, Wavertree, near Liverpoul, Hsq. May t. Milier gud 
Hall’ Thane E Holland rd, B 12, Gregson, Angele 

all, Thomas, Holland r rixton,Gent. April12. G 

court, Throgmorton st sy 
Harvey, Martha, Brighton, Sussex, April 28. Goodman, Brighton 
James, Thomas, Pant Farm, Ulangattock Lingoed, Monmouth, Farmer, 

March 25. Walford and Gabb, “Abargaven ny 
Jones, Rachel, Watford, Hertford. May |. Willis and Willis, Winslow 
McOheane, Sarah Jane, Liverpool. May !. Miller and Co, Liverpoot 
Milner, William, Liverpool, Safe Manufacturer. May 1. Rodgers and 

Co, Sheffield 
a Mansfield, Nottingham, Butcher. Aprill9, Bryan, 

ans’ 
Noon, Charles, Knighton, Leicester, Esq. Mayl. Stone and Billson, 

Leicester 
Pawley, Charles Hawkesley, Wymondham, Norfolk, Gent. April9, 

Cox and Sons, Cioak lane 
Phillips, Edward, Harley st, Doctor of Medicine. May 1. Vallaneg 

and Vallance, Essex st, Strand 
Potter, William, Skegby, Nottingham, Gent. April 19. Bryaa, 

Mansfield 
Randle, James Edwin, Lydney, Gloucester, Paper Manufacturer. May 

1. Hoyle, Cannon st 
Singleton, Benjamin, Blackpool, Lancashire, Soda Water Manufacturer, 

May 1. Sykes, Blackpool 
Tindale, Thomas Piumpton, Brighton, Sussex, Esq. April 10, Pym, 

Frederick’s place, Oid Jewry 
by — Collins, Regent st. May 1. Pike and Son, Old Bure 

ingto’ 
Willizms, “inabet, Well walk, Hampstead. May 1. Leadbitter, 
Leadenhall 
Wilson, Edward Thomas, Pump court, Temple, Barrister-at-Law. May 
1, Smith, New square, Lincoln's inn 
Wiltshire, William, West Ham, Essex, Licensed Victualler. Aprild 


Lindo, King ’3 Arms yard, Moorgate st 
Witheril, Richard, Egham, Surrey, Innholder, April 18. Long, 


Woodiwis, James, Cheadle, Cheshire, Gent. May 10. Cunliffe and 0g 
Manchester 


Bankrupts: 
Farpar, March 12, 1875, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to ths Registrar. 
To Sarrender in London. 


Bellman, Ernest Edmund, Widdicombe terrace, Barking rd, Brewers 
Pet March 11. Pepys. April 6 at 11 
Horn, Frederick, Oid Change, Merchant, Pet March 12. Roche 

April $ at 11 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Boothman, John, op erg Lancashire, Agent. Pet March 8. Boltoms 
Blackburn, March 24 atl 

Eager, William, Landport, Hants, Fiour Dealer. Pet March8. Howard, 
Portsmouth, March 31 at 2 

Gilder, Charles Henry, Bowling, York, Beerseller, Pet March 9 
Robinson. Bradford, March 23 at 9 

Griffin, Thomas, Derby, Timber Merchant. Pet March 10, Weller. 

Derby, March 24 at 12 
Ingham, . Charles Henr. gf , Manchester, ~ aes Agent, Pet March 8. 
y. hy ong A arch 25 at 9.30 

Nicholson, Thomas Henry, Derby, Kibbon Manufacturer. Pet March 5. 
Weller. Derby, March 23 at 12 

Stebbing, George Hutley, Wickham Bishops, Essex, Cattle Deslet, 
Pet March 8. Gepp, Shelmsford, March 24 at 10,30 

Stiles, Ernest Awdry, Melksham, Wilts, Bankers’ Clerk, Pet March 
10, Smith. Bath, March 24 at ll 

Walters, Charles Hatton, Newbridge, Monmouth, Brewer. Pet March 

9. Roberts. Newport, March 24atl | 
Toespar, March 16, 1875, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs uf debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Copntry. 

Armstrong, John William, Manchester, Yurn Agont. Pet March 114 

Kay, Manchester, April 4 at 9.3) 
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Butehings, Samuel Davey, Piymouth, Devon, Candle Manufacturer. } Goddard, George Owen, Brighton, Sussex, Jeweller. March 25 at3 at 

Pet March 11. Edmonds. East Stonehouse, April 1 at 12 the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Goodman, Brighton 

_D M_ OD _s, Swansea, Glamorgan, Draper. Pet | Grewcock, Thomas, Strood, Kent, Shoemaker, April 2 at 1 at offices 

12. Jones. Swansea, April 1 at 12 of Hayward, High st, Rochester 
William, Beccles, Suffolk, Printer. Pet March 12, Walker. J Halsa!], Peter, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancashire, Builder. March 26 at 
2 at the Royal Hotel, Strand, Barrow-in-Furaess. Blair, Manchester 


Great Yarmouth, April 6 at 11 
Richard, Carnarvon, Grocer, 


March 30 at 2 
H » Sunbury, Middlesex, no occupation. 


Wilbey, WE 
18, Bell. Kingston, April } at 4 
Woollam, George, Wem, Salop, Inakeeper. Pet Mareh 13. 
Shrewsbury, March 31 at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Faipay, March 12, 1875. 
Coulson, William, Cambridge, Coprolite Merchant, March 12 


Torspav, March 16, 1875, 


Meates, Charles Lowe, Melbourne, Australia, March 1 
Myers, Frederick, Preston, Lancashire, Grocer. March 9 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farpay, March 12, 1875. 
Adams, Walter, Savile town, near Dewsbury, York, Joiner. March 24 
at 2.30 at offices of Frver, Church st, Pewabury 
, Samuel, Fleet st. Licensed Victualler. March 22 at 2 at 8, Fleet 
st. Johnson, Arundel st, Strand 
, Ashworth, and Moses Barlow, Hawthorn Mill, near Rawten- 
stall, Lancashire, Cotton Spinners. March 24 at 4 at offices of 
Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 
Bernard, Henry, Birmingham, Wholesale Jeweller. March 31 at 11 at 
offices of Rowlands, Ann st, Birmingham 
Barritt, Arthur, Bradford, York, Hosier. March 22 at 11 at offices of 
Rhodes, Duke st, Bradford 
Barton, Charles, Luton, Bedford, Boot Maker. March 27 at 11 at 
offices of Neve, Park st west, Luton 
Boll, Charles, Bradford, York, Engineer. March 26 at 11 at offices of 
Watson and Dickons, Victoria chambers, Market st, Bradford 
Billington, Richard, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Earthenware Manu- 
facturer. March 22 at 3 at the Copeland Arms, Stoke-upon-Trent. 
Sherratt, Kidsgrove 
Binden, George, The Grove, Stratford, Boot Dealer. March 24 at 3 at 
offices of Montagu, Bucklersbury 
Blanch, Samuel, Mattishall, Norfo'k, Blacksmith. March 25 at 12 at 
offices of Stanley, Bank plain, Norwich 
Bourne, William Henry, Birmingham, Butcher. March 23 at IC.15 at 
offices of East. Colmore row, Birmingham 
Bowes, Alfred, Queen st, Bermondsey, Merchant. April 2 at 3 at the 
Guildhall Coffee Ilouse, Gresham st, Lumley and Lumley, Old Jewry 
bers 


Pet March 12. Jones. 
Pet March 


Bangor, 


Peele, 


Bowman, George, jun, Leeds, Tailor. April1 at 2 at offices of Bond 
and Barwick, Albion place, Leed: 
Bowser, John, Whitby, York, Painter. March 31 at 1 at Abbott’s Rail- 
way Hotel, Tanner row, York. Thornton, Whitby 
Robert, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Coach Builder. March 25 at 2 
at offices of Winship, Victoria buildings, Grainger st west, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne 
Carnill, Joseph, Ilkeston, Derby, Watchmaker. March 31 at1l at the 
Midland Hotel, Midland rd, Derby. Thurman, Alfreton 
Carter, Thomas, New Brompton, Kent, Engineer R. N. April 3 
at 12 at offices of Hayward, High st, Rochester 
Chastney, William, Norwich, Carpenter. March 22 at 11 at offices of 
Miller and Co, Bank chambers, Norwich 
Clay, Alfred, Taunton, Somerset, Tailor. March 25 at 1! at offices of 
Reeves, Mary st, Taunton 
Coleman, John, Maresfield, Sussex, Grocer. March 31 at 3 atthe White 
Hart Hotel, Lewes. Sharood, Brighton 
Gook, John, Sheffield, Carter. March 23 at 12 at offices of Machen, 
Bank st, Sheffield 
Cooksey, George Bayliss, Walsall, Stafford, Harness Furniture Manu- 
facturer. March 24 at 1) at offices of Stanley, Bridge st, Walsall 
Oooper, Edward, jun, Grantham, Lincoln, Draper. March 31 at 12 at 
Offices of White, Finkin st, Grantham 
, Leeming, and William Lord, Bradford, York, Stuff Finishers. 
h 24 at 8 at offices of Atkinsen, Dale st, Bradford 
Gross, James Wheeler, and Thomas Daintry Cross, Birmingham, Rivet 
Manufacturers, Murch £0 at 11 at offices of Clarke, Waterloo st, 
. Birmingham 
Dancey, James Campbell, Gloucester, Oil Merchant. March 22 at 3 at 
offices of Haines, St John’s lane, Gloucester 
Edward, Caerwys, Flint, Fisbmonger. March 31 at 12 at 
offices of Louis, Market st, Ruthin 
Davis, Samuel, Blaenavon, Monmouth, Boot Maker. April 5 at 12 at 
Offices of Nunneley, Nicholas st, Bristol 
Derrick, Joseph, Bristol, Grocer. March 24 at 2 at offices of Hobbs, 
Clare st, Bristol 
Drake, James, Eyfield, Essex, Corn Salesman. March 30 at 12 at 
Offices of Blyth, Chelmsford 
Drew, James, Morchard Bishop, Devon, Carpenter. March 23 at 4 at 
the Castle Hotel, Castle st, Exeter. Friend, Exeter 
‘Eimer, Isaac, Birmingham, General Dealer. March 23 at 12 at offices 
of Kast, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Benjamin James, Cardiff, Grocer. March 25 at 11 at offices of 
Morgan, High st, Cardiff 
Evans, Henry Lilwall, Aberystwith, Cardigan, Draper. March 24 att! 
145, Cheapside. Jones, Aberystwith 
Henry, Bristol, Greengrecer. March 27 at 11 at offices of Mills 
Co, Perry rd, Bristol 
Footman, Thomas, Tabernacle square, Finsbury, Leather Seller. April 
1 at 11 at offices of Brighten. Bishopsgate st without 
» John Warner, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Butcher, March 31 
at 12 at offices of Ferrier, Great Yarmouth 


Hammond, Arthur, Cretingham, Suffolk, Grocer. March 30 at 1 at 
offices of Brooke, Church st, Woodbridge 
Hardman, Richard, Liverpool, Cart Owner. March 25 at 12 at offices 
cf Ritson, Dale st, Liverpool 
Heald, William, Chorley, Lancashire, Blacksmith. March 31 at 2at 
offices of Wilson, St ‘I'homas’ rd, Chorley 
Heynes, Robert George, Studley, Warwick, Victualler. March 24 at 3 
at offices of Jones. Alcester 
Hill, Alfred Bretherick, Ripon, York, Grocer. March 27 at 10 at 
Dennis’s Railway Hotel, Northallerton. Calvert, Masham 
Hinton, Henry Wiliiam, Birmingham, Hatter. March 24 at 11 at offices 
of Eaden, Bennett's hill, Birmingham 
Holbrook, Alfred, Gloucester, Tailor, March 23 at 12 at offices of 
Baines, St John's lane, Gloucester 
Holland, Gamalie], Heaton Norris, Lancashire, Agent. March 24 at3 
at offices of Johnston, Vernon st, Stockport 
Hooton, George Taomas, Preston, Lancashire, Ironmonger, March 24 
at 3 at offices of Gibson and Bolland, South John st, Liverpool. 
Parkinson, Liverpool 
Hunter, Thomas, Bracford, York, Tailor. March 31 at 3 at offices of 
Wood and Killick. C ial Bank buildings, Bradford 
Ince, Joseph, Liverpool, Boot Manufacturer. March 25 at 2 at offices 
of Browne, Dale st, Liverpool 
Ingram, William, and William Fdmund Ingram, Cannock, Stafford, 
Grocers. March 23 at 3 at offices of Glover, Park st, Walsall 
Jamieson, Alexander, Preston, Lancashire, Wholesaie Grocer. March 
24 at 2 at offices of Cotman, Lune st, Preston 
Jeboult, Edwe-?, Taunton, Somerset, Builder. March 24 at 11 at 
*©<co ot Kite, East st, Taunton 
Johnstone, Somerset James, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Master Mariner. 
March 30 at i at offices uf Brabner, North John st, Liverpool 
Jones, John Edward, Aberystwith, Cardigan, Boot Maker. March 22 
at ll at offices of Hughes and Son, North parade, Aberystwith 
Kent, James, and John Roscoe, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Carriers. 
March 24 at,2 at the Norta-Western Hotel, Stafford. Bishop, Haaley 
Leyland, James, Sheffield, Clogzer. March 24 at 3 atthe Pack Horse 
Hotel, West Bar, Shettield 
Lloyd, Thomas, Monmouth, Hardware Dealer. March 24 at 11 at the 
Hen and Chickens Hotel, Birmingham. Cathcart and Vaughan, 
Newport 
Lyons, Charles, Knowle, Warwick, Licensed Victualler, March 23 at 
11 at offices of Burman, Cannon st, Birmingham 
Mackey,’ Robert, Spennymcor, Durham, Draper. March 31 at 3 at 
Offices of Hunt and Co, Portland st, Manchester. Atkinson and Co, 
Manchester 
Major, Rev Dr John Rich«rdson, Twickenham, Middlesex. April 2 at 2 
at offices ot White, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 
Manson, Eliza, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Dressmaker. March 25 at 3 at 
Offices of Mawson, Duncan st, Birkenhead. Anderson, Birkenhead 
Markham, Harry, Grundy st, Poplar, Cheesemonger. March 23 at3at 
111, Cheapside 
ash, Edward Gurney, Jonson place, Harrow rd, Paddington, 
Greengrocer. March 30 at 12 at offices of Holloway, Ball’s Pond rd, 
Islington. Fenton, Albion terrace, Kingsland 
Maynard, Josiah, brighton, Sussex, Whitesmith. March 31 at 3 at 
offices of Nye, North st, Rrivhton 
Meikle, William, St Alban’s, Hertford, Licensed Victuailer, March 24 
at 3 at 81, Cheapside. Custie 
Merriman, Henry, Queen st, Brompton, Dairyman. March 31 at 2 at 
offices of Tilley and Co, Finsbury place south 
Middleton, Lewis Wiliiam, Chippenham rd, Harrow rd, Boot Maker. 
March 19 at 3 at offices of Harris, Borough High st, Southwark 
Morril, James, Bradford, Lancashire, Iron Worker. March 27 at 3 at 
the Arcade Hotel, Market st, Manchester, Law, Manchester 
Morris, William, Brynmawr, Brecon, Innkeeper. March 23 at Ll at 
Offices of Browne, Brynmawr 
Newnham, Alfred Ashby, Shardlow, Derby. Condensed Milk Manu- 
facturer. March 31 at 12 at offices of Harrison and Co, Becket Weil 
lane, Derby. Hextall, Derby 
Nuthall, Daniel, jun, Narborough, Norfolk, Grocer. March 24at 12 at 
offices of Coulton, Athenzeuo, King’s Lyna 
Painter, Alfred Albert, Falcon st, Warehouseman. March 22 at 3 at 
145, Cheapside. Muson, Gresham st i 
Parkinson, George Ernest, Old Change, Commission Agent. March 31 
at 12 atthe Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. 
Gammon, yard, Buoklersbury 
Pepper, George, Hoxton st, Tailor, April 5at 3 at offices of Hollo- 
way, Ball’s Pond rd, Islington, Fenton, Albion terrace, Kingsland 
Perkin, Benjamin, Bideford, Devon, Boot Maker. March 27 at 12 at 
offices of Smale and Pske, Bath House, Bideford 
Popplestone, Samuel, Bristol, Baker. March 25 at 3.30 at the George 
and Railway Hotel, Victoria st, Bristo!. Roper, Bristol 
Pyne, Joseph, Newington causeway, Draper. March 25 at 12 at 145, 
Cheapside. Carr and Co, Basinghall st 
Reeves, Jonah, Birmingham, Boot Maker, March 24 at 3 at offices of 
Fitter, Bennett's bil), Birmingham 
Rose, Isaac Bowman, and Richard Rose, St Helen’s, Lancashire, Cone 
fectioners. Murch 24 at 12 at offices of Mather, Commerce court, 
Harrington st, Liverpoo!. Barrow and Cook, St Helen's 
Rose, James Frederick Watkinson, Great Tower st, Colonial Broker. 
March 31 at 2 at otfices of Kouth and Stacey, Southampton st, Blooms- 
bury 
Samuel, Henry, Sunder'and, Durham, General Dealer. March 26 at 10 
at offices of Hope, Norfolk st, Sunderland 
Sanderson, Thomas, Liverpool, Skirt Manufacturer, March 30 at 12 at 
offices of Carrathers, Clayton square, Liverpoot 
Slater, William Henry, Bradford, York, Stuff Merchant. March 24 at 
11 atoffices of Wood and Killick, Commercial Bank buildings, Brad- 


ford 
Smallwood, John, and Walter Smaliwood, Redditch, Worcester, Fish- 
hook Manufacturers. April 2 at $ at offices of Walford, Waterloo st, 








» dames, Walsall, Stafford, Brass Founder. March 24 at 11 at 
Offices of Wilkinson aud Gillespie, Bridge st, Walsall 


Birmingham 
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‘Smith, Henry, Everton, Liverpool, out of business. April 9 at 3 at offices 
of Lowe, Castle st, Liverpool 

Summerfield, John, Birmingham, Iron Caster. 
of Parry, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Swainson, George Swinburne, Sawrey, Lancashire, Innkeeper. Avril 
2 at 11 at the Commercial Hotel, Kendal. Harrison and Son, 
Kendal 

Swainson, Jane, and George Swinburne Swainson. Cunsey, Wood 
Merchants. April2 at llat the Commercial Hotel, Kendal. Harn 
son and Son, Kendal 

Taylor. John, Northstoke, Somerset, Seed Crusher. March 30 at 11.30 
at offices of Wilton, Westgate buildings, Bath 

Taylor, William. Hulme, Lancashire, Greengrocer. March 24 at 3 at 
the Arcade Hotel, Market st, Manchester Law, Manchester 

‘Vorley, Juhn, Woodhouse, Holbeach, Lincoln, Farmer. March 25 at 1 
at the Chequers Inn, Holbeach. Jones, East Retford, Notts 

Wadhams, Samuel, Perry Barr. Handsworth, Stafford.Farmer. March 
25 at 12 at the Midland Hotel, New st, Birmingham. Hawkes, Bir- 
mingham 

Wadhams, William, Perry Barr, Stafford, Farmer. March 25 at 2 at 
the Midland Hotel, New st, Birmingham. Hawkes, Birmingham 

Watson, Marian, Woodland cottages, Gunnersbury, out of business, 
March 22 at 3 at offices of Grout, Suffolk lane, Cannon st 

West, Henry, Great Peter st, Westminster, General Merchant. March 
31 at 2 at offices of Briant, Winchestar House, Old Broad st 

March 27 at 12 
Reader, Gray’s 


March 25 at 3 at offices 


White, Henry, Great Kimble, Back:ngham, Carpenter, 
at offices of Reader and Sons, Tem; le st, Aylesbury. 
inn square 

Whitty. Eli, South Perrott, Dorset, Baker. March 25 at 12 at offices of 
Watts, Yeovil 

Williams, Thomas, Cefn.y-Garlleg. Conway, Denbigh, Farmer. March 
22 at 1 at offices of Barber and Hughes, Bangor 

Wood, Isaac, Beswick, Lancashire. Beer Dealer. March 29 at 3 at the 
Arcade Hotel, Market st, Manchester, Law. Manchester 

Wyatt, James,jun, Salford, Lancashire, Builder, April 5 at 3 at offices 
of Crediand, John Dalton st, Manchester 

Yockmonitz, Abraham, Blackman et, Borough, Linen Draper. April 1 
at 2 at 19, White Lion st, Norton Fo'gate. Barnard 

Zembal, Ezekiel, Liverpool, Outfitter. March 31 at 3 at offices of Nor- 
don, Cook at, Liverpool 

Zygomalas, Nicholes George, and Nicholas Pandia Ghioucas, Fenchurch 
st, Merchants. March 25 at 3 at offices of Good and Dauiels, Pouliry. 
Movjen and Son 
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Abrahams, Michael, Beaumont square, Mile end, Cigar Dealer. March 
31 at 3 at offices of Green, Queen st 

Austen, William, Folkestone, Kent, Marine Store Dealer. March 27 at 
2 at the King’s Arms Hotel, Folkestone. Minter, Folkestone 

Awbrey, George Hill, Carmarthen, Tailor. March 27 at 10.30 at offices 
of Green and Griffiths, St Mary st, Carmarthen 

Badrick, James Henry, West Gorton, Manchester, Salesman. April 1 
at 3 at offices of Rylance, Essex st, Manchester 

Baacroft, Charles, Manchester, Tailor. March 31 at 4 at offices of Best, 
Lower King st, Manchester 

Barnes, George, Portee, Hants, Builder. March 30 at4 at Totterdell’s 
Commercial Hotel, St George’ssquare, Portsea. King, Portsea 

Barnes, John, Chorley, Lancashire, Draper. March 29 at 11 at offices 
of Morris, Town Hal! chambers, Chorley 

Barton, Joshua, Cambridge, Publican. April at12 at offices of Fetch 
and Jarrold, St Andrew’s st, Cambridge 

Bea!, Elizabeth, Scarborough, York, Lodging House Keeper. March 3] 
at 11.30 at offices of Williamson, Newboroughst, Scarborough 

Berry, E'izabeth, Stokes'ey, York, Innk March 31 at 12 at offices 
of Newby and Co, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Blow, Joshua, Trinity square, Southwark , Commercial Clerk. March 
31 at 3 at offices of Piesse and‘on, Old Jewry chambers 

Boddy, Henr y, Hillingdon Heath, Middtesex, Blacksmith. April 1 at 3 
at offices of Holloway, Ball’s Pond rd, Islington. Fenton, Albion 
terrace, Kingsland 

Bowen, Thomas, Swansea, Glamorgan, Auctioneer. March 27 at 11 at 
offices of Woodward; Wind st, Swansea 

Bradshaw, Lily, Worcester, Berlin Wool Dealer, April 1 at 11 at offices 
of Corbett, Avenue House, The Cross, Worcester 

Brandram, Samuel, Pall Mall, Wine Merchant. April 5 at 12 at the 
Guildhall Tavern. Walters and Co, New square, Lincoln’s inn 

Brown, Joseph Hearfield, Bolton, Lancashire, Drysalter. March 31 at 
3 at offices of Rutter, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Brown, Walter, Birmingham, Watch Manofacturer. March 31 at 3 at 
offices of Rowley, Temple row, Birmingham 

Bunn, John les, Durham. Varnish Manufactarer, March 31 at 2.30 
at the Hat and Feathers Hotel, Market place, Durham. Story, New- 


castle- ce nl ge 
Barns, Edward, Higher Broughton, Lancashire, Commission Agent. 
April 7 at 3 at cffices of Ward, Market place, Market st, Manchester 
Butler, Charles, Kidlington, Oxford, Pork Butcher. March 30 at 2 at 


28, Pembroke st, Oxford. Cooper, Charing cross 

Chittenden, Stephen, Sittmgbourne, Kent, Baker. April2at 11 at offices 
of Gibson, High st, Sittingbourne 

Comfort, William Alfred, Manningham, Bradford, York, Grocer. March 
27 at 11 at offices of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 

take, George, sen, Lovgton, Stafford, China Manufacturer. 
arch 25 at 3 at offices of Welch, Caroline st, Longton 

Currie, Walter William, Freshwater Bay rd, Isle of Wight, Draper. 
March 24 st 2 at offices of Edmonds and Cu, Holyrood st, Newport. 
Beckingsale, Newport 

Dale, James, Carshalton, Surrey, Builder. March 31 at 3 at the Bed- 
ford Tavern, Sydenham rd,Croyaon. Arnold, Park lane, Croydon 

Davies, Edward. Knighton, Radnor, Draper. March 30 at 11.30 at the 
Craven Arms Hotel,Sbropshire, Corner, Hereford 

Diddams, Edward George, Siourbridge, Worcester, Glass Dealer. March 
31 at 1) at offices of Wall, Union chambers, Stourbridge 

Dodsworth , John, Sunderiand, Darham, Grocer, March 30 at 3 at offices 


of Bell, Lambton st, Sunderland 
h, LAncoin, Merchant’s Clerk. April 


Dyson, Charles Wood, 
Stafford, Licensed Victualler. 


5 at 11 at offices of Bladon, Gainsborough 
aeetiey, Bo pea ee aa 

re’ at 12 at the Cooper's Arms Icn, Copeland st, Stoke-upun- 

Trent. Singleton, Sheffield ; : a 
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Elworthy, Alfred, Ma!pas rd, Deptford. Solicitor’s Clerk, Mareh 94 
2 at offices of Peterson, Alfred place, Tottenham court rd ut 
Emery, Edward William, Colchester, Essex, Upholaterer. April atl 
at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Smith 
Evans, Henry Lilwa'l, Aberystwith, Cardigan, Draper. March 94 at 
145, Cheapside, in lieu of the place originally named 
Evans, Jane, Lianllyfni, Carnarvon. March 27 at 1 at offices of Picton 
and Co, Market st, Carnarvon 
Fergusson, George Burbidze, Market Lavington, Wilts, Yeoman, 
March 27 at 11 at cfficos of Randell, Exchange place, Deviays, Day. 
Devizes i 
Finch, Robert, Leavenheath, Suffolk, Miller. Aprill at2 at Offices of 
Cardinall, Sepulchre st, Sudbury 
Ford. Rufus Alfred, Bath, Draver. March 25 at 2 at offices of Williams 
and Co, The Exchange, Bristol, Brittan aud Co, Bristol 
French, William Henry, Fenchurch st, Merchant. March 2¢ at 2 gt 
offices of Swaine, Cheapsiie 
Gale, Henry William, Woolston, Southampton, Gent. March 27 at2at 
offices of Best, Poriland terrace, Southampton 
Gibbons, James, Wolveriamp‘on, Stafford, Licensed Victualler, March 
31 at 11 at officas of Stratton, Queen st, Wolverhampton , 
Gregory, Elisha, Bristol, Builder. March 23 at 2 at offices of Buckland, 
Bristo] chambers, Nicholas st 


Grieves, Joseph, and Frederick Loveridge, Wood st, Westminster, Pry. 
vision Merchants. April 1 at 12 at offices of Watney, Clement's 


lane 
Halliwell, John, Seaitcliffe Mill, Lancashire, Corn Miller, April at3,15 
at the Mitre Hotel, Manchester. Eastwood, Todmorden 
Ha)sail, Peter, Barrow-in- Furness, Lancashire, Builder. March 31 at? 
atthe Royal Hotel, Strand, Barrow-in-Furness. Blair, Manchester 
Hands, Daniel, and Thomas Scampton, Leicester, Hosiery Mange 
facturers. March 31 at 3 at offices of the Trade Protaction Society, 
New st, Leicester. Toller and Sons, Leicester 
Hanson, Thomas John Jagger, James Helliwell, and Lavi Bottomley, 
Halifax, York, Stuff Manufacturers. March 24 at 3 at the White Lion 
Hotel, Halifax. Jubb, and storey, Halifax 
Harding, Hector, Faraham, Surrey, Surveyor. 
of Eve, Victoria rd, Aldershot 
Hill, John, Sheffield, suilder. March 29 at 12 at offices of Singleton, 
St James’s row, Sheffield 
Hillier, Henry Bentinck Curry, Leckhamptoa, Gloucester, Surgeon, 
March 30 at 3 at offices of Stroud, Clarence parade, Cheltenham 
Hodsell, William, New Brompton, Kent, Beerhousa Manager. April 2 
at 11 at offices of Hayward, High st, Rochester 
Holderness, John, Bardney, Lincoln, Coal Dealer. March 27 at 12,30 at 
offices of Dyer, Church jane, Boston 
Hulme, James, Fenton, Stafford, Crate Manufacturer. March 25 at ll 
at offices of Welch, Caroline st, Longton 
Jelley, George, Great Grimsby. Lincoln, Draper. March 24 at 1.30 at 
oftices of Barber and Cy, Alliance chambers, George st, Sheffield. 
Stephenson and Mountain, Great Grimsby 
Jenkins, George William, Wandsworth rd, Tailor, March 31 at 2 at 
offices of Henderson and Co, Basinghal! st 
Jones, Alfred, Bradford, York, Grocer. April 5 at 3 at offices of 
Hutchinson, Piccadilly chambers, Piccadilly, Bradford 
Keys, Richard, High st, Marylebone, Grocer. April6 at3 at officesof 
Izard and Betts, Eastcheap. Deane and Co, South aquare 
Kindred, John Edmuad, Langham, Essex, Miiler. March 36 at 12 at 
offices ot Prior, Culver st, Colchester 
Kirkby, Charles, Sheffield, Cabinet Case Maker. March 31 at 2 ab 
offices of Broomhead and Co, George st, Sheffisld 
March 30 at 3 at offices of 
March 24 at 12 at offices of 


March 25 at 4 at offices 


Lawson, John, Wingate, Durham, Saddler. 
Bell, Church st, West Hartlepool 

Lees, William, Birmingham, Fruiterer. 
Rawlings, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Lewis, Henry, Oxford st, Cigar Importer. March 31 at 2 at the Ins 
ef Court Hotel, High Holborn, Ford and Lioyd, Bloomsbury square 

Littlewood, Thomas, Leamington, Warwick, out of business. March 
$1 at 3 at offices of Rowlands and Bagnall, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Martin, Edward, Exmouth st, Provision Dealer. March 24 at 3 at 
beng - Izard and Betts, Eastcheap. Heathfield and Son, Lincoln's 
nn fields 

Mash, Henry, Beaulieu, Hants, Licensed Victualler. March 30 at 2 at 

offices of Shutte, Portland st, Southampton 

Milligan, John, Burton-upon-Trent, Stafford, Stonemason. April 2 a 

12 at offices of Drewry, High st, Burton-on-Trent 

Moore, David, Felixstowe, Suffolk, Jobmaster. March 29 at 12 at offices 

of Watts, Butter market. Ipswich 

Morgans, Alfred Edward, Minchead, Somerset, Chemical M mufactarer, 
April | at 12 at offices of Keed and Cvok, Paul st, Taunton 

Newstead, Charlee Toft. York, Architect. March 29 at 10 at offices of 
Crombie, Stonegate, York 

Orman, Frank Arthur, Port Carlisle, Bowness, Cumberland, Commis- 

~ re March 29 at 3 at offices of Bendie, Hodgson’s court, 
risie 

Payne, Jacob Hugh, Union square, Packington st, Islington, Exporter. 

April 23 at 3 ut offices of Cooper, Charing cross 

Pritchard, Richard, Portdinorwic, Carnarvon, Draper. March 22 at 
1,30 at the Liverpool Arms Hotel, Chester. Roberts, Bangor 

Procter, Adam, Middle Rasen, Lincoln, Cattle Dealer. March 30 at 4 
at offices of Page and Padiey, Market Rasea 

Pullinger, George, Farnham, Surrey, Grocer, March 24 at 1 at New 
inn Halil, Strand, Knight and Ward, Farnham 

Read, John, Thames Litton, Surrey, Grocer. March 27 at 11 at offices 
of Willis, St Martin’s court, Leicester square 
hodes, James, Sheffield, Handle Cutter. March 31 at 3 at offices of 
Clegg and Sons, Bank st, Sheffield 

#, Thomas, Brynmawr, Brecon, Innkeeper. April 2 at 12 at ths 

Griffin Hotel, Brynmawr, Browne, Brynmawr 

Robinson, James, Sheffield, Engineer. Murch 24 ab 12 at offices of 
Appleby and Lawson, Queen st, Sheffield 

Shields, John, South Shields, Durham, Builder, March 30 at 2 at 

of Dale, King st, South Shields 

Simmons, Edwin Walter, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Upholsterer. April 5 
at 4 at offices of Chamberlain, Basinghall st 

Smith, John Alexander, Manchester, Painter, April 5 at 3 at offices of 





Sutton and Elliott, Brown st, Manchester 
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Joseph, Warrington, Lancashire, Travelling Draper. April 2 
at 3 at offices of Bretherten, Bank st, Warrington 
spencer, William, Manchester, Provision Dealer. April 2 at 3 at offices 
‘of Ritson. John Dalton st, Manchester 
grinbura, Thomas, Great Grimsby, Lincoln, Grecar. April 3 at 11 at 
offices of Grange and Wiatringham, Wesié St Mary’s gate, Great 


Grimsb: 
Taylor, = Brown, Royal varad*, Blackheath, Boot Maker. March 
94 at 12 at offices of Mote, Walborok 
le, Thomas, Middlesborough, York, out of business. April 3 at 1! 
at Barker’s Temperance Hotel, Bridge st west, Middlesboroagh 
Robert, jun, Stockton-on-Tess, Durham, Ale Merchant. March 
95 at 3 at offices of Addenbronke, Zetland rd, Middlesborough 
turner, Robert, Shaw Laithe, Halifax, York, Farmer. March 26 at 4 
at offices of Storey, Cheapside, Halifax 
Wardall, Charles, Geduey, Lincoln, Innkeeper. March 30 at 11 at 
offices of Jay, Bank st, Lincoln. Page, jun, Lincoln 
Wase, Samuel, sen, Longton, Stafford, Butcher, March 25 at 2 at 
offices of Welch, Caroline st, Longton 
Watson, William, Stockton, Durham, Beerhouse Keeper. March 27 at 
}) at offices of Trotter, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Welch, Margaret, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Carting Agent. March 24 at 
1) at offices of Bush, Nicholas buildings, Newcastle-upon-T yne 
Wilding, George William, Wanstead, Essex, Plumber, March 24 at 3 
atoffices of Cogswell, Railway approach, London bridge, Rashleigh, 
St George’s rd, Peckham 
, Samuel, Belle Vue Shelf, York, Book keeper. March 31 at 
‘11 at offices of Norris and Co, Halifax 
Yemm, Amos, Bristol, Cab Proprietor. March 27 at 12 at offices of 
Benson and Thomas, Broad st, Bristol 








NUNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 
of the Undertaker’s bill have Jong operated as an oppressive tax 
gpon all classes of the community. With a view of applying aremedy 
to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY, when 
opening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves prepared 
undertake the whole duties relating to interments at fixed and 
moderate scales of charge, from which survivors may choose according 
‘their means and the re of the case. The Company also 
wodertakes the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all parts 
athe United Kingdom. A pamphlet containing full particulars may 
be obtained, or will be rorwarded, upon application to the Chief Office, 2 
Lancaster-place Strand, W.C. 


EDE AND SON, 
Say MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench, 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 


BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN’S COUNSEL’S DITTO. 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, 2C 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


ARR’S, 265, STRAND.— 
Dinners (from the joitt) vegetables, &c., ls. 6d., or with Soup 

or Fish, 28. and 2s.6d. “IfI desire a substantial dinner off the joint, 
with the agreeable sccompwaiment of light wine, both cheap and 
I know only of soe heuse, and thatis in the Strand, close to Danes 

. There you may wash down the roast beef of old England with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied 
Bp bata bottle for a shilling.”—All the Year Round, June, 18, 1864, 


page. 
The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining-rooms in 
Gondon, Dinners(from the joint), vegetables, &c., 1s. 6d, 


TOOPING HABITS, ROUND SHOULDERS, 
PIGEON CHESTS, and other Deformities, are prevented and 
cured by wearing Dr. CHANDLER’S IMPROVED HYGIENIC CHEST 
EXPANDING BRACE, for both Sexes of allages. It strengthens t he 
Voice and lungs, relieves indigestion, pains in the chest and back, and is 
especially recommended to children for assisting the growth. prom oting 
health and symmetry of figure, supersedinz the use of braces and 
stays. Price from 10s, 6d. each.—69, Berners-strest, Oxf ord-street 
W. Illustrated circulars forwarded. 


OLYTECHNIC.—Last weeks of the MYSTIC 
SCROLL, which must shortly be withdrawn to make room 
novelties at Easter. The scenery is beautifal, the mnsic good, and 
entertainment full of genuine bumour, Twice daily, at 3.45 and 
at 8.45, by Mr. Saymovr Suit, CHEMICAL MARVELS (second part) 
Proiessor Gaapwer, at 8 and 7.30; or, LEGENDS OF THE ISLE 
OF WIGHT, or Polarization of Light, by Mr. Kino. The TRANSIT 
OF VENUS, daily at 2 or 8. This interesting lecture illustrates the 
Most recent intelligence from the various stations.—Open 12 and 7. 
Admission 1s, 





es 

















ADAME TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION, 
BAKER-STREET.—SPECIAL ATTRACTIONS,—On View, 
Portrait Models of Sir SAMUEL BAKER, Dr. LIVINGSTONE, Mr. H, 
M. STANLEY, Rev. H.,WARD BEECHE Dr. KBNEALY, the 
EMPEROR OF RUSSIA, the Duchess of EDINBURGH, Sir GARNET 
WOLSELEY, the SHAH, MARSHAL McMAHON, MARSHAL 
BAZAINE, M. THIERS, and the late Mr, CHARLES DICKENS. 
Alto, attired in the cogtume of the period, LADY JANE GREY.— 
Ad » Is, Ohildren under twelve, 6d, Extra room, 6d, Open 
from 10 am, till 10 pam. ; 


RARE AND VALUABLE WORK ON FREEMASONRY. 
The only Copyright Perfected Manual acknowledged by the Craft.—Ac« 
curate and newly revised, 
THE ACCEPTED CRREMONIES OF 
RAFT FREEMASONRY, INSTALLATION, and 
ADDRESSES TO OFFICERS, 

As taught in all the Master Masons’ Lodges of the 
ANCIENT, FREE, AND ACCEPTED MASONS OF ENGLAND. 
Embracing the Whele of the Craft Masonic Ceremonies. The Open- 
ing and Closing in the Three Degrees. Questions to Candidates before 
being Passed and Raised. Installation of W. M. and Addresses to 
boy oe The Initiation. Passing and Raising. The Tracing Boards, 

Co, &e. 
PROSPECTUS FREE. 
Sent post free on receipt of 8s. 60. (or before remittance is made, if 
desired). Payable to A. E. Mason (P.M., 308), Bank Top View, Rich- 
mond, Yke.; or from Exuior Stock, 62, Paternoster-row, London. 


PARTRIDGE AND COOPER, 


WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS, 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E.C. 


Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s. 
Drarrt Pares, 5s., 6s. 6d., 7s. 6d., 7s. 9d., and 9s. 9d. per ream. 

Baier Paper, 15s, 6d., 17s. 6¢., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

Foonscap Paper, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s. 6d. per ream. 

CreamM-Latp Nore, 3s., 4s,, and 5s. per ream. 

GLare@e Caram-taip Note, 4s. 6d., 68. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

Large Buve Nore, 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., and 63. 6d. per ream. 

Envecorss, Cream on Buvg, 3s, 9d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per 1000. 

THE “ TempLe’’ Envetors, extra secure, 9a. 6d. per 1000. 

FootscaP Orrictat Enve.ores, ls. 9d. per 100. 

Partripge & Coorer’s Vettum Wove Civus-Hovse Nore, 9s, 6d. per 
ream. This incomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthless 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe that 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, “‘PARTRIDGE & 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” without 
which none is genuine. 

INDENTURE Sxtns, Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s. 3d. each, 26s. 
doz., 125s, per roll, 

Seconps on Fottowers, Ruiad, 1s. 11d, each, 22s. perdozen, 105s, pet 
roll, 

Recorps ok Memortats, 7d. each, 6s. 6d. per dozen. 

Lepcsers, Day Booxs, Cash Booxs, Latrser om Minorg Books. 
An immense stock in various bindings. 

Ittustratep Price List of Inkstands, Postage Scales, Copving 
Presses, Writing Cases, Despatch Boses, Oak and Wainut Stationery 
a other useful articles adapted for Library or O Bee uss 
post free 








YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPHERS, STATIONEKS, 
ETC. 

SYMONDS INN, 22, CHANCERY-LANE, 
LONDON, 


Every description of Printing. 
Chancery Bills and Answers Catalogues 
Appeals Prospectuses 
Parliamentary Minutes Magazines 
Books Newspapers 
Pamphiets Circulars 
Reports Posters 
Rules Handbills, &c., &e. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON acd 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advant: 
of his long experience of upwards of twenty-five years, in the special in- 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the strictest 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for advertise- 
went and file of ‘“‘ London Gazette” kept, By appointment. 


———— 





ROYAL OLYMPIC THEATRE, 
Sole Lessee and Manager, Mr. Henry Neville. 

THIS EVENING, at 7.30, THE TWO ORPHANS: Messrs. William 
Rignold, Anson, Harcourt. Sugden, Vollaire, Rowland, and Henry 
Neville ; Mesdames Charles Viner, Huntley, Harcourt, Taylor, Douglas, 
Ernstone, Hazleton, and Miss Fowler, Ac 7, TWENTY MINUTES 
WITH A TIGER, 


VAUDEVILLE THEATRE, STRAND. 

THIS EVENING, at 7.0, A WHIRLIGIG. At 7.45, the New 
and Original Comedy in Three Acts, entitled OUR BOYS, by Henry J. 
Byron, Concluding with the favourite Farce, A REGULAR FIX. 
Supported by Messrs, William Farren, David James, Charles Warner, 
WwW. fr Stephens, C, W. Garthorne, J. Bernard, W. Lestocq, and Thomas 
Thorne; Mesdames Amy Roselle, Kate Bishop, Nellie Walters, Cicely 
Richards, and Sophie Larkin. 


ALHAMBRA THEATRE ROYAL. 

THIS EVENING, at 7.0, THE TWO BONNYCASTLES. At 7.45, 
WHITTINGTON : Mesdames Kate Santley, Jalia Matthews, Lennox 
Grey, Grace Armitage; Messrs, Harry Paulton, J, Rouse, W. M, Terrot, 
Swarbeck, W- Worboys, Clifion, Paul, Parry, C. Heywood; Madlles. 











Pitteri, Pertoldi, Sidonis ; M, Dewinne, &c. 
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HE LONDON ASSURANCE CORPORATION: 
FOR FIRE, LIFE, AND MARINE ASSURANCES, 
(Incorporated by Royal Charter, a.v. 1720.) 
Office:—No. 7, ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 
Wrst Enp AceEnts, 
Messrs. GainpLay & Co., 55, Parliament-street, 8.W. 


Governor.—ROBERT GILLESPIE, Esq. 
Sub-Governor.—EDWARD BUDD, Esq. 
Deputy-Governor.—MARK WILKS COLLET, Esq. 
Directors. 
Louis Huth, Esq. 
Henry J. 8. Kendall, Esq . 
Charles Lyall, Esq. 
Capt. R. W. Pelly, R.N. 
David Powel!, Esq. 
William Rennie, Es q. 
P. F. Robertson, E sq. 
Robert Ryrie, Esq. 
David P. Sellar, Esq. 
Col. Leopold Seymour. 
Lewis A. Wallace, Esq. 
William B. Watson, Es q. 
Solicitors. 
Messrs. Johnson, Upton, & Budd, | Messrs. Collyer-Bristow, Withers, 
20, Austin Friars. & Russell, 4, Bedford-row. 


Nathaniel Alexander, Esq. 
John A. Arbuthnot, Esq. 
Robert Barn Blyth, Esq. 
Major-General H. P. Burn. 
Alfred D. Chapman, Esq. 
Sir Frederick Currie, Bart. 
George B. Dewhurst, Esq. 
Bonamy Dobree, Esq. 
Joba Entwisle, Esq. 

Geo. Louis Monck Gibbs, Esq. 
Edwin Gower, Esq. 

A, O. Guthrie, Esq. 





FIRE DEPARTMENT. 


NOTICE is hereby given to persons Assured against Fire, that the 
renewal receipts for Premiumsdue at Lady-day are ready to be de- 
livered, and that Assurances on which the Premium shall remain un- 
paid after Fifteen Days from the said Quarter-day will become void. 


Fire Assurances cap be effected with the Corporation at moderate 


rates of Premium. 
LIFE DEPARTMENT. 
Life Assurances may be effected either with or without participation 
in Profits. 
Copies of the Accounts, pursuant to ‘‘ The Life Assurance Come 
panies Act, 1870,” may be obtained on application. 
The Directors are ready to receive applications for Agencies to the 


Corporation. 
JOHN P. LAURENCE, Secretary. 





LERICAL, MEDICAL, AND GENERAL LIFE 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
13, St. James’s-square, London, S.W. 
City Branch: Mansion House-buildings, E.C. 


FINANCIAL RESULTS. 
The Annual Income. steadily increasing, exceeds .., or 
The Assurance Fund, safely invested, is over Pid «ee £1,945,000 
The New Policies in the last Year were 510, assuring... £332,931 
The New Annual Premiums were pat ove ove eos £10,780 
The Bonus added to Policies in Januarv, 1872, was ooo £323,871 
The Total Claims by Death paid amount to... - se» $3,321,127 
The subsisting Assurances and Bonuses amount to... owe £5,861,666 


DISTINCTIVE FEATURES. 
Crepit of half the first five Annual Premiums allowed on whole-term 
Policies on healthy Lives not over 60 years of age. 
ENDOWMENT ASSURASCES granted, without Profits, payable at death 
or on attaining a specified age. 
InvaLip Lives assured at rates proportioned to the risk. 
Ciatms paid thirty days after proof of death. 


BONUS. 

The Next Division of Profits will take place in January, 1877, and 
Persons who effect New Policies before the end of Jane next will be 
entitled at that Division to one year’s additional share of Prefits over 
ater Entrants. 

REPORT, 1874. 


The 59th Annual Report just issued, and the Balance Sheets for the 
year ending Jane 30, 1474, as rendered tu the Board of Trade, can be 
obtained at either of the Society’s Offices, or of any of its Agents. 


GEORGE CUTCLIFFE, Actuary and Secretary. 


£255,000 


COMMISSION. 


10 per Cent. on the First Premium, and 5 per Cent. on Renewals, is 
allowed to Solicitors. The Commission will be continued to the Per- 
son introducing the Assurance, without reference to the channel 
hrough which the Premiums may be paid. 


EVERSIONS AND LIFE INTERESTS, 
THESE PROPERTIES Ake PURSH ASED, OR LOANS 
GRANTED UPON THE SECURITY OF THEM, 

BY 
THE SCOTTISH EQUITABLE (MUTUAL) 
LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 

Head Office—26, ST. ANDREW-SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 
London Ofice~—30, GRACECHURCH-STRE ET, E.C, 

Manager—T. B. SPRAGUE, Esq., M.A. 


Solicitors in London.—Messrs. BURTON, YEATES, & HART, 
37, Lincoln’s Inn Fields, 


Income, £277,700. Assets, £2,101,000 


Every description of Life Insurance business transacted. 
The usual Commission allowed to Solicitors, 





——<————=: 
AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
4 COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.c, 
The Funds in hand and Capital ena amount to £1,400,000 
sterling. 
Chairman—James Cuppon, Esq., eenetian, Goldsmith’s-buila. 
ing, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—C. PEMBERTON, Esq. (Lee, Pemberton, & Reeves), 
Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted, 
The Directors iavite attention to the new form ot Life Policy, which 
is free from all conditions. 
The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest ang 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent. 
Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual 
Sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 
FRANK M‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary, 


OVEREIGN LIFE OFFICE 
48, ST. JAMES’S-STREET, LONDON, S.W. 





Directors. 
Chairman—Sir James CarMIcHakt, Bart. 
Deputy-Chairman—Joan AsuBugnes, Esq., M.D. 

Lientenant-Colonel BaTaurst. Cuantes WILL. Rernonps, Esq. 
Joun GARDINER, Esq. Sir J, E. EanpLex-W iimor, Bart; 

This Office makes ADVANCES on Real, and, to a limited extent, on 
Personal Security ; it presents the following advantages :— 

The Security of a large Accumulated Fund. 

Moderate ratesfor all ages, climates, and circumstances connected 


with Life Assurauce, 
HENRY D. DAVENPORT, Secretary, 


_ —y 
S ieale AGRA BANK (LIMITED) 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000, 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON 
Bazancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cuge 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credig 
balance doesnot fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, Viz,:= 
At5 percent, per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upon 

Bitts issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or gent 
for collection. 

Sates AND Pogcasés effected in British and foreign securities, ig 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised, 

Every other description of banking business and money 
British and Indian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman, 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate use 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CER. 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL. 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. Oom- 
panies Fee Stamps. Railway Kegistration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books, 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 

(Late ASH & FLINT), 5 

Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleets 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


LAND, TIMBER, AND HOUSE PROPERTY. 
ESSRS. BUTCHER & BOWLER (late of No.7, 
Whitehail-place) beg leave to notify their removal to New 
Oraven-chambers, Corner of Craven-street and the Strand (oae 
minute’s walk from the Charing Cross Railway Terminus), where all 
matters of business relating to the Sale, Parchasa, Valuation, or 
Management of Real and Personal Estate and Timber, will raceive the 
especial attention of Mr. W. A, BOWLER, Member of the [astitution 
of Surveyors (formerly for many years a principal assistant to Messrs. 
CLUTTON, of Whitehall-place, Crown and Ecclesiastical Surveyors), 
whose thirty years’ experience throughout England and Wales has 
qualified him to give satisfaction to all who may honour the firm with 
their commands, 
Norwicu Orrices—Theatre-street, St. Stephen's. 
P Lonpon Orrices—New Craven-chambers, Corner of Craven-street, 
trand. 

















— | 





GLOUCESTER-SQUARE, HYDE-PARK. 
Improved Leasehold Ground Rents, of which about 58 years are anexe 
pired, amounting together to £326 9s. per annum, amply sec 
upon eight first-class Residences, Nos. 41 to 48, Gloucester-squart 


Hyde-park, held at ground rents amounting to £3 11s. per annua. 
Each honse is let on a separate lease. The rack rental value of thé 
whole is about £2,000 Wi annum, — 
ESSRS. DRIVER are instructed to SELL by 
‘ AUCTION, at the MART, LONDON, on TUESDAY, A! 
19th, the above LEASEHOLD GROUND RENTS, held direct from 
the Trustees of the Paddington Estate, for a term of which about 
years are unexpired, 
Particulars of 
7 ~ opin ey HEYWOOD, & RAM, Solicitors, 
23, jon-square ; and o 
Messrs. DRIVER, Surveyors, Land Agents, and Auctioneers, ty 
Whitehal!, London. 





